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- SENATOR DUMONT (THE CHAIRMAN): This is a public hearihg
to be conducted by the Senate Committee on Revision and Amendment
of Laws on Senate Bills Nos., 272 and 273,

I might add at the outset that thé Assembly Committéég
which is ou; counterpart on Revisionkand Amendment of Laws,
when we questioned them as to whether they would likevto
participate, thought that, inasmuch as the biils are presently
éssigned to the Senate Commitfee? they would just as soon
have the Senate Committee conducf the public hearing.

I would like to assure you that éveryone will be given
an 0pportunit& to present their viewpoints and say what is on
their minds. Alsb9 we know that there are some groups that will
want some time for preparation of their cases and, whether they
be for or against, they will be given some time, probably not
as much as they would like, but some time, at least, to get
ready. |

We expect that this hearing will consume more than.one
day, and I would prefer that we hold-cne‘hearing a week because
at the present time the Legisiature ié in session and we must
be certain that adequate opportunity be given to everyone'who
desires to testify to have that Qpportuhityo

There is one ground rule I would like to lay down on
behalf of the Committees There are not to be any questions‘ asked
from out on the floor of a witness, All Witneéses will come to
this chair right here in front-df the table and will testify
from this point. You don@t have to be sworn, but any questions
desired to be asked of a witness; if you will present them
to the Committee, we will see .that they are askéd,
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provided we believe they are relevant to the proposition that is
being worked out or decided upon here,.

There are five members of this Committee. Some have
not arrived as yet. Senator Robert C., Crane of Union County
is here, to my right, and he will be the first witness for the
proponents on behalf of these bills, Senate 272 and Senate 273,
which are being sponsored by him, So at this time we will hear
from Senator Cfane of Union County, sponsor of the'billsa

Excuse me. Senator O'Mara? | _

Ex_SENATOR EDWARD O'MARA: Mr. Chairman, before Senator
Crane starts to testify, may I say for the recofd that I am
appearing on‘behalf of the Citizens Commiittee for a Sound Water
Plan which is‘composed-of.residents'df Princeton and the vicinity,
and they are appeafing in opposition to the bills.

In connection with what you said a moment ago, Mr,
Chairman, that everybody should have an opportunity to speak
their piéce after there has been a reasonable amount of prepara-
tion,'l want to make it clear that, as far as my clients are
concerned, we feel very strongly that these bills having been
introduced only ten days ago, on the 27th of May, we will
require a reasonable amount of time to prepare the opposition
to the bills, Itlwill_be necessary to produce technicai
witnessés, of course, and while I am not making the request
for any specific amount of time at this moment, I would like
to inform your Hpnor that we will not be‘prepared to go ahead
today but that, in my judgment, it will require the securing
of a transcript of the testimony of the proponents of the bili
in order to adequately prepare the case in opposition’ and my
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Jjudgment is that that cannot be done in a shorter space than
two weeks, Really, ,it!'s going to take a lot more than two
weeks, I think. But IAwould ask the Committee to take into
consideration the fact that this is a most important project,
important td the State and'particularly to this particular
area of the State, and vitally important, of course, to
Princeton and its environs. And so I am asking the Committee
at the proper time to take into consideration the fact that
there ought to be an adequate time for preparation, and we will
leave it to yéur good judgment to give us the maximum amount of

time that you can consistent with your legislative duties,

SENATOR DUMONT: Senator, your request will certainly

be given fair Consideration; I am coﬁcerned about not having
another hearing in less than two weeks from now. However, we

will have to see what kind of progress we make today. We have

about ten witnesses listed here as proponents and some who want

to testify against the plan today; then there are some other
witnesses, I know, who are coming in, whom I have heard from,
sé we may not be able to get through all of these today. We
will see how we make out and then I can give you a better
answer,

Ex-SENATOR O'MARA: May I add one further thing,
Mr, Chaifma;? I would also like tq:reserve the fight to
submit questions to the witnesses éivsome future time, after
we have prepared our case. |

Now, that might enta;i,some inconvenience to the

witnesses, but I would hope ﬁhat we could work out a

situation where it will be convenient for them, if we desire
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to ask questions at a future time, to have them returned to the
witness stand.

SENATOR DUMONT: You will let us know what witnesses
you want to question? I might say, too, that when we get
toward the end of these hearings, each side will be given a
pfoper opportunity for rebuttal, sb we will handle it pretty
mich the same as a court case, and each side will have a chance
to present and also to rebut the propositions of the opposition.

“Senator Crane? |

SENATOR ROBERT C, CRANE: Before 1 begin9 Senator
Dumont, I would also like to assure Senator O'Mara that, as
a proponent and sponsor of this legislation, it is my intent
that the opposition be given every opportunity to respond and
to criticiie and to help us construct a realistic water poliéy°

‘Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, by way of intro-
duction, I should communicate to you the fact that I am
.Robert C, Crane, State Senator from Union County, a member of
this Legislature, and a sponsor of Senate Bills Nos., 272 and
273, currently a subject of consideration as we attempt to
cope with New Jersey's growing water problem, Additionally,
it should have been said that I am and have been since
January 1948 the editor and publisher of a metropolitan daily
newspaper in the northeastern.section of the State, for it has
been primarily from this vantage pocint that I have come in
contact with developments concerning water policy and supply.

I do not claim to address you in the guise of an
expert, for I am a writer by profession and not an engineer,

The facts and statistics I shall use will be those gleaned
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from published documents and other accredited sources of
information available to the general public; My inﬁerest in
the problem of water supply is genuine, and mybfavorable'
impression of the benefits'tovbe-obtained from an‘on-rivef dam

‘program is one of long standing.

1. In very few places in this State has the
haunting specter of a water shortage created such
consternation as in Union County, where wells have
been pumped to the danger line of salt water
intrusion, and where, during the extremes of the
summer dry spells of 1953 and 195l, many homes
were without water, fire hydrants were rendered
inoperative, and several towns were forced to keep
tank trucks filled for emergency purposes.

I would like to state that I discovered that myself when
I moved into my new home in Westfield in 1953, The first three
days we had no water, and the beginning of the consternation
came aboutfwben I decided we should test the fire hydrant in
front of the house, and we called the Westfield Fire Depart=-

ment to test it and, instead of producing water, it had a

hundred-pound suction., So, after the picture was published
of a dry fire hydrant, I think people began to think in terms
of emergency.

2, Since a portion of Union County is served
"by the Elizabethtown Water Company, it is natural
that our people ‘have become familiar with the
Raritan on-river dam program thej have long
advocated.,

3. Concern continues unabated, for with the
lengthy perlod necessary to resolve the multi-state
interest in the Delaware River through federal action,
and the delay occasioned therefore by the restriction
of Round Valley to the storage of Delaware River
water, it is possible that Union County and other
portions of the State might be plagued with a return
of the protracted periods of water shortage before
any action is taken,
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With these facts in mind, it is easy to seevwhy the
report and the activities of the New Jersey Water Resources
Advisory Committee has been of such interest to me. When, in
the company of other legislators, I was invited to confer with
the Committee on January 28th of this year, 1 was heartened by
the detailed engineering discussion conducted by Whitman,
Requardt and Associates in support of a modified Raritan River
program, and the apparent widespread acceptancé of the proposal
that theustate should ééquire the sites, accomplish the con-
struction, ahd thefeafter produce raw water not only to |
guarantee maintenance of flow in the stream bed, but to permit
diﬁersion of‘flow for other purposes on a "come and get it"
baéis.

 Now, years ago, I myself would have condemned the
proposal of state-owned and operated water facilities as
"socialistic.™ Howevér, one has but to realize the rapid
growth and potential of New Jefséy!s residential, commercial
and industrial community to know that large-scale measures are
necessary to cope with a water supply program of this magnitude,
Secondly, the State remains as the only unit with sufficient
powers to acquire dam sites in the face of this rapid growth
and development., Thirdly, the inceative for private utilities
to do the job has been lost due to high cost of construction
and finance, as well as the generally discouraging state
control over rate structures and allocations for diversion of
flow,

Thus, I followed with great interest the further

activities of the Water Resources Advisory Committee and, on
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- March 26,‘lt was my pleasureato place them in:contacplwlth the
proper‘authOrities lnsUnionSCouppy for the purposebof a.con-itﬁ
ference as to‘the‘merits of-their’proposals'as'Well as‘the needs

 of theecounty;"On Apr11 u my newspaper, con31stent with 1ts we11~

: documenfed support of var1ous moves to improve our water supply,

contributed to the fund.‘ On May 1 I received the brochure whlch

.Fwas the prlnted report of the Committee° o

The two bills. before you today for cons:deration are.a

‘result of that lnterest and'11alson. -And:while it is to be -

admitted that the bills were drawn in cooperatlon and consulta—_

"tion with the Water: Resources Advisory Committee, thlS ‘was done.
solely to assure that the legislatlon forwarded the modlfied

‘Raritan’program, and to faciliate publlc'hearingston its‘
feasibility. | e

| It'would be a rare'oocasion, indeed, if the bills were '
~found to be perfect and free from controversy, and 1 canot
believe that they are, for I too, have some reservations,
crltlcisms,vand suggestlons regarding thelr provisions.

In propoundlng thls, I have sought ‘advice and counsel

separate and apart from that of the Water Resoulces Adv1sory

 Committee to assure, 1n the flnal analy51s, that the legls—

lation is representatlve of broad interest.,

First, 'I am.satlsfled yhat the Raritan onwriver;dam‘
Program is‘neiiher hew nor.onworkable, for I have»found it a“
matter of record as far back as. 1913, and its advocacy has not
been restricted to the exclusxve concern of one: group or
‘organlzatlon.." ’

ln a‘report furnished ‘me: by an 1ndependent water
ehgiﬁeer on March 18, 1997, the,Iollowlng was disclosed‘as"
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to former studies., |

The deveiopment’of additional water éupplies in\the
Raritan Valley‘by means.of‘small10n—river dams was proposed by
the Elizabethto@n Water Company among others, The Elizabhethtown
proposals have beun reviewed by various competent groups. The
original studies were made by the Ellzabethtown staff. Sub~-
sequently, the TAMS'éﬁgineers - by‘tﬁe way, they are the
engineers who put togethéf’theFState.Report,~ reviewed these same
projects for tﬁe State*_ Lafer,»the Elizébettown Company employed
the consulting‘firm of Gannétt;vFleming, Corddry»and Carpenter,
Inc,, to make additional reports on the river development, The -
latest study was made by Mrﬁ‘Roy Ritter of the firm of Whitman,
Requardt and Associates; Inc., for State Water Resources
Advisory Committee, |

These various:repofts have been made on a comprehensive
basis-and in considerable detail, so!the final figures are con-
- sidered reliéble,» Tﬁese engineering‘studies embraced a total
of some' 15 dam'and fesefvoir-éites on the Raritan and Millstone
 Watershed, Estimates of productivity and cost were made for each
project for'the purpose of ascertaining the best aﬁd most
economical project out of the 15 exaﬁined.

Turning.tb £he'survey¢of watef proposals: conducted in
1955 by a iegiéiétive committee, there is much to commend this
on-river dam prdgram. And I have with me today, Mr. Chairman,
a copy of that report; I note that you were a mémber of thé
Legislative‘Commiésion which directed the survey.,

In the 1etter of transmittal by TippettsfAbbetthcCarthy-
Stratton on December 31 1955, signed by James Hs Stratton,
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there appeared these two brlef paragraphSot-

- "This, our final report, presents the results
of our comprehensive investigation of New Jersey
Water Resources, The basic water resources, both
v surface water and ground water, are covered in detail.»
" Estimates of water demands to the year 2000 have been
made and numerous plans and combinations of plans to -
"meet these demands are presented. Legislative action,
financial requlrements and administration organization
necessary to implement these water supply plans are =~ =
thoroughly discussed., A summary of the report precedeS' '
' the main body of the report° ,

"Although the Survey determlnes the requlrements
of the entire State, we feel that it is in order to
make specific mention of the problems of the North-
eastern Reg1on. Our recommendation for the first
‘ma jor new supply for the Northeastern Region, the
only area of the State in which serious water . .
shortages are developing on a regional basis, remains
essentially the same as in the "Preliminary Survey,"
‘This recommendation is for the development of the
water supply potential of the Raritan River Basino.o

Then9 toog in their summary,‘they agaln refer to the Rarltan |
River, And agaln I cite two brlef paragraphso |

"The Raritan*Rlver is the largest economlcally
available intra-state source for new water supplies
for the Northeastern Region. Numerous plans for
utilization of the Raritan River source for new
potable water supplles for the Region are discussed
~in Chapter II, - These plans include use of various—
combinations of on~-river reservoirs as well as. offf
rlver reservoierwoooo"p v :

"Anticipated requirements for potable water in the
Northeastern Region to the year 2000 will necessitate
‘the development of 300 million gallons per day from
~a new source in addition to the proposed expansions

- of .existing supplies, Such a new supply may be -

- obtained from the Raritan. River primarily witha
supplementary supply from the Delaware River after '
full economic development of the Rarltan,oo," » :

Again in this report, it p01nts out our full potential,}
almost elght billlon gallons a day supply of annual surface
run-off Water and a five b11110n gallon per day supply of o
ground water for pumpinggvand they sum up the water problem,
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-;which‘is not a'caSe ofiaotnal water‘shortage‘thfoughout the
State on an average, but a shortage in- various areas and the
means of gett1ng the water theres
| "The water problem in New Jersey is quite obviously
not one of the absence of basic resources° It can be said
vwith certalnty that enough water is avallable for development
hin the State ‘of New Jersey to meet any foreseeable requirement,
The problem is that there are concentrations of population and ;'
',1ndustry located in_regions where the demand for water exceeds
the natural.yield'of“the1surrounding areas, evenithoogh'
.souroes manypmiles away have”been tapped. ;Inhsnchpajsituation,
it ts necessary to go‘ontside the formefllimits of suppiy in
order to keep pace,oo.", | | |
"The solutlon of the problem 'is one of brlngtng the

available water to the areas of demand on the basis of a long—bi
range plan which has been designed ‘to keep with the growth of
population and industryo; Development of additional water
supplies for concentrations of population and industry should
vpreferably begin with the resources most readily available and )
cloest to the areas of demand and progress1ve1y utillze more
remote sources as requlred " f”' |

And that statement9 sira I‘submit; points to the'.
development of the Raritan River as most-feasibleo

In a descriptlon of the. Northeastern Region in -
Chapter 11, page 1, they descrlbe the developments of the
Passaic, Hackensaok and Raritan Rivers, and I,would like to
 point out' that in the Passaic'valiey,' which""is a iike-va'lley
to the Rarltan, they have developed resources producing
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200 miliion gallon per day supply, whereas the Raritan, as I

o said, a . like basis, now. produces only 20 miilion gallons a day

| _ by diversion. R kel ‘ , B S
. In Chapter II, on page 9, and I am still citing the‘i’»"‘
| T A.M.So Report, they have a complete detailed and 1 trust, s
R accurate description of the Raritan River Basin as to its hv
.t”resources. ‘And in this chapter they deai with those who are'~-‘
_hthe users and potential users, and they point out the industries
who use water for condensing and other non-potable uses, those

who are the riparian owners and do not pay chargeS°'they aiso

B begin‘to discuss the‘matter that much water is diverted for |

| purposes of irrigation on a non-paying basis, and in. the Raritan

: River,_that at the present time exceeds a billion galions duringba
" a season when irrigation is neededo |
| I mention that merely because a recent report of the a

'State pointed to the fact that riparian users were turning to :
 our rivers and at Shark River they are using over six billion ffﬁ
‘gallons a day during the height of the season. |

| S In this very lengthy compilation, they orfered several

"ffuplans, and one of the . plans, of course, was the Raritan on=

“Vriver plan, one for sustained flow; again one for sustained F"L'
"‘flow with provisions for diversion of water for potable ,,7

.purposeso That is contained in Chapter 11 on pages 10 throngh

o 12.- It mentions four reservoir3° the North Branch Reservoir,‘

the Spruce Run Reservoir, the Stony Brook site and the Rocky
Hill site. It gives the statistics, and l believe the .
”»;Nstatistics are pretty well universally quoted so that i need e
"not go into ‘that detail.:, . | |
| | 1






While I mention what I think to be the good, I feel that I
should'also mention the bad to prove that we are attempting to

look at both sides of this matter.

~On page 14 in the T.A,M.S. Report, in‘discuSSihg on-river
basins, it says this:

"1t must be recognized that potable supplies
obtained with any of the on=river schemes would
not have the advantage of deep storage for quality
improvement and low temperature.... The shallow
depth of all of the on-river sites (with the
possible exception of Spruce Run), and the many
swampy areas Which would probably be unavoidable
in the many arms and branches of the reservoirs
would not be conduoive to water of the most
desirable quality..."

Tfying to follow out that poiht which doés appear to
point up the qualities of the_watef»as to temperature and the
resi, and perhaps some of the aspects of evaporation and
those critiéisms that we do'hear of sméll dam programé, I
contacted Mr. Geofge H. Buck, who is‘pfomident inithe Water
engineering field and‘i; President of tha Hackenséck,Wafer
Company, and.on June lith he sent me this letter to answer
my feservation,abdut that paragraph, and I quote from his
'letﬁer:' | | |

"In my opinion, the:staged development
of reservoirs on the Raritan River represents
the best and most economical method of meeting
the future water requirements of the neighboring
counties,

"You have asked my comments on the problems
of filtration, evaporation and water temperature.
Filtration of reservoirs is not a material
problem in this section of the country. Surveys
of reservoirs of this company do not disclose

~appreciable deposition over a period of many.
years, Evaporation from water surfaces is
allowed for in computation of the safe yields
of water projects. The effect of evaporation,
therefore, is included in any economic‘com-
parison of projects. 1In this region, the average
rainfall on the water surface exceeds the
evaporat:on therefrom.
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"In my opihion, no ‘substantial additional
‘expenditure for water supply is warranted
merely to obtain water of somewhat lower
- temperature. Extremely cold water tends to
. mask any taste which may be present in potable.
~ water. However, it is far better to exercise
supervision, control, or eliminate taste pro-
ducing organisms or substances from reservoirs
+and to provide adequate facilities for the
-~ treatment of such taste as may occur than to
- depend upon the masking of taste by a few
zfdegrees difference in Water temperatureo_'j”
 "The water supplied by the Hackensack Water
Company is obtained from relatively shallow -
_reservoirs and is preferred for domestic use by
- neighboring municipalities over that from N
",systems with deeper reservoirs,
| I would also like to point out that on Thursday, May 16th,ﬁ
i‘in the Newark Evening News, a11 the way from Australia came_:"
_an article stating that they discovered a way to cut |
reservoir evaporation by laylng on a- light f11m of Cynol _"'
alcohol and pointing out that it did not appear to have any
'adverse effects on ‘the water supply,_and it did cut down the
"evaporation.; | . B L |
‘ Now, as to the various other things that have come up, I
would 11ke to point out that the Chamber of Commerce of the':'
State of New Jersey put out this pamphlet A Water Supply
,Program for New Jersey, in which the ToAoM, So Report is
»rcondensed,-and that was wrdeiy available,v : : ‘
“As to the State being an agency and as 1 pointed out
_‘some might have had reservatlons about the State gettlng
in the water business, I was rather surprised and pleased s
to see the New Jersey Taxpayers As3001ation in a 1itt1e

1‘pamph1et, entitled "Water Policy for the Garden State R

. put’ out, I believe, in 1956 talked of ‘the State as an.

agency, and I w111 quote just two brief paragraphs from
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that:

"arious of these powers are already possessed
by the existing Water Policy and Supply Council
and its administrative division. The problem is
therefore evolutionary to expand the Council's
status and jurisdiction so as to convert it—into
an agency having authority to develop a com-
prehensive water program for an expanding state
economy, If, for statutory or administrative
reasons, it Womld be more practical to create a -
new agency for this purpose, the foregoing objective
would remain the same; but in either case the agency
should exist within the framework of the executive
branch of state govermment, preferably in the
Department of Conservation and Economic¢ Development
where the present agency is located, and be fully
subject to appropriation and statutory control by
the Legislatureu"

And that is where_it has been squarely‘placed by this legis-
lation now submittédg-and I am in con@urfenée with that
thought. I have been against the Idea of authorities
constructing these works because authorities, to my feeling,
are beyond. the immediate grasp of the public and.are not
'quite as responsive'td them as the Legﬁslature WOgld be and;
of course, the administrative branch of governmento

Now, as to the law itself, as it has been put together,
and I speak primarily to the tww.miﬁeggraphed‘capies of
the law which I made available the other Weeék‘when the bill
was introduced: Number 1, I would suggesﬁ.that'WE add
the Water PoliCy‘and‘Supply C@un@il to the definition given
in Senate Bill No. 273, because as I might‘propose.thét
we amend Section 6, I WOuld ask that the‘WaterrPOIicy and
Supply Council be the one to h@id publlc hearings. in any
respect,; and that the standard gaverning the grantlng of
contracts be to properly conserve the public interests,

I would 1ike to see that written in,
o






As fbr~the approval of the contract I‘woﬁld suggest
\ that they be signed by the Commissloner and Governor, and
sby "Commissioner,“ I mean the Cemmlssioner of Conservation

and Bconomic Develepmento

. Now, having read the mimeographed documents quite at

".length, 1 would like to admit that this is evidently

| patterned after the Canal Act,‘because it so closely
parallels it in some instances it refers to the canal and
 net to the Raritan River, but I believe that actually the
‘ Canal Act is’ a good pattern and that these very same pro~-'
‘vvisions should applyo- | | | o
' Now, as to Section 7, I believe that just and
: reasonable rates and charges should be established after
- hearing and notice to 1nterested partiese' That provision
is not in the acto o
- In Section 9 (c), the rules and regulations being
"established there9 I would like them to be establlshed :
only after hearing on notice by the Councilo | o
' Section lhs whzch is an attempt ‘to give credence to -
the preblem of" communities and dther areas which would
be adversely affected by laege aequisitions of land for t
state purpose3° in other werds, that they- Weuld lose
valuable ratables_- 1 feel_that~there‘should ‘be some re-
vpaymenta e | | o |
N I Was impressed by Senator Lanceﬂ remark that ten
o pef cent of his county of Hunterdens 1n-which»the Spruce“
. Run Reservoir would be: locateds.is now . 1n a tax free
_l status with state and county facilities taking up that
o mach land.i I believe that additional land=tak1ng should
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" be taken care of through some rebate pTOViSl@no ;

Thzs Section 14, as it was put in as, ‘an expernmental
pafagraph,_howeyggg Ivfeel\is too loosely Written and shqald'
- be more'définiteg;ﬁIrsuggested in thé drafting of the'biil

'}that we take some previ@us tax payments as a standard but
}'I was told that that was t@o inflexible and that in seme
rﬂ'cases we wuuld be rebating too much and in other inbtances
',rebating too littleo But 1 do have reservatians ab@ut
'Sectidﬁvlh,iand we will,be looking for,mere_definitegpro-  '
 "posa1s. - | v I - | ‘ | o
o Now, Section 16 The:act»wouid abpear'to leavé nof
”recourse bgyond appealing to the Commissioner and while

it is implicit in the provisxons of our Stat@ Constitution,

o I think it would be better to state right her@ in the act

that,;of courses offended and aggrieved pera@ns have the
'right to to go the Appellate DiViéi@ﬂ @f the Superi@r C@mrta

| As to the plan itself the des@@ipti@n of the
diversion of water centained on page 18 of the Water 5
Resources Advxsory Committee Repart 1 would 1ike t@ state_ 
”as a matter of‘pefsog}canviction that t@@ mach is b@lng

.’retalned for sustained mimimum fﬂ@ws anﬂ n@t enough

‘frdzverted for commerc1a1 use; and by that I mean p@table

' vwater and those who ‘would pay. This would placeg I-f

belleveg too . much of the resp@nsibility f@r paying for

i'this program on the smallest users becauS@9 of courseg as

. the law now applies with those having Tlp&ri&h rlghts

‘,'taking water and returning it relatlvely undzm;nished :
in quantity and quality without paym@nt it'would mean

_that they would get the gr@atest beneflt and th@se who
16






are going to take the Water-and pay forfit; actually are'
 tak1ng lesser amounts and thereforeQ paying too great a
costo 7 _ v | ‘

Now, one thing that is not in this law, although I
really think should be discussed° I don“t believe that we
can go forward in a con31derat1on of a state water policy
- for putting the.State.xnto the water business.wzthout.con-
sidering it. Ahd I would bring to yoﬁr attentign‘the‘fact
- that there are those who would benefit from this program and
~who W111 not make payment° I have just referred to ‘them as |
the riparian ownqrs@ 1 have cited in previous public :
statements the fact that the Ohio Conservancy District have
the”powef to tax for water improvemeni and 1evy the taxes}
against those‘who’benéfit, Now, of course, in Ohlo they
have that privilege becatse the Federal Government set up
‘the Northwest Territory and those.laws_have come down from'
that day; In New‘Jersey,_hgwever,‘vested rights.go back to
'the‘king; énd*this would be quite 2 constitutional questioﬁ,
quite complex, but I do feel that when we start putting
the State in the water business anyone who would benefit
by the improvement'of water supply ;houid,help pay . for those
'1mprovements'and not be allowed to benefit from expenditure
of taxpayers! money without making a,nynp‘ayment'o '\4
,Now,.in conclusiOn, I hope that-infreasonable timé,.
- limits we can see reconciliation of a11 ‘the fgctors .
and some progress made on establishing a sound Water policy’ '
and, if this can be achieved, it certainly will be a pilot

plan for the future. I know that there are those who are

17
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- aggrﬂwed by any plan. In my own particular caunty, and

"},especially in the City of Ell¢abeth I have @ften

expressed myself editorially that I am agannst those who

- ca11 fer us to ‘be a doormat for the path of progress. ;;;ﬁ

_ The rallroads and alr patterns and highways and hlgh ten51on f,f"

- ; ;.11nes cr;ss-cross and tend tc cut up a community and take

“?,jland from it but all those that I cite seem t@ have the

'A ;abi1ity to be. deflectedol When we talk of water storage, we'

";have a rather inflexible propositione Water storage is more‘f'v

'Tf?:or less where yeu flnd it and where it is pract1ca1 in an  '“*'

;fengineering senseo_ So that I knewg with such an inflexible
jconszderatlen before us, that there are those who are golng

"to be aggrievedo; L , R ,
“f And to close tnat, I would llk@ t@ Pead just thlsljfj ”'* '

-’brief part from an editarial appearlng in’ my newspaperfﬂfifyfﬂ*‘ﬁji

~ “It is one of those"stern tests that came
> upon a democratically=-organized society ’
~ composed mestly of amateurs but dependent
- on-opinions of the experts, The great mass.
" of amateurs must tell the technicians- what
,lt wants and what it's willing to—pay, but :
to borrow one engineer's. analogy = a man who needs to
- have his appendix out may not have time to take
- a medical course to help him decide about it -
‘Up to now, no group has had enough veotes to get

exactly what it wanted, but enough to block. others" '€ '

.plans, The task remains to hammer- out a plan

" which will recognize the wide range of interests j o

- involved, Failing this, the result could be
R something that wasnit big eno@gh or good enough
N or maybe nothlng at alloﬁ SR e
SENATOR DUMONT° Senator, under thls plap te canstruct
5‘reserveirs at Spruce Run and Stony Brook hOW much Water
*i‘is 1t estlmated in milli@m;mf gallens per day that these

"fftwe proJectq would make ava;lable?

n;}l@f.f-
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SENATCR CRANEa':Qubéing»ffom'theiNeW'Jersey'Wnten

r”<,Resources Advisory Commnltee9 because I have previously
said I am not an expert, it would increase the flow to o

;200 mllllon gallons a dayo. Now9 With no reservoirs, it"

ls 65 million gallons per day° The minimum flow, of

'E_Gourse, of that 65 is 45 mllllon gallons per day becanse
',we have 20 million gallons per day that are dlverted by the

‘17_Blizabethtown Water Companye-

o Now, with Spruce Run, Whlch 13 a ten billion gallon f'

'3'reserVOlr, we could 1norease the flow ln the rlver from ‘
: ;65 million gallons to lSO mllllon gallons, and they recommend .
- -in this plan that 90 million gallons per day sustained |

mlnlmum flow, with a dlversion of 60 mllllon gallons~=;

Nows that,‘of course io an znooease of uO mllllon gallons :,'

for consumers and an increase of 55 mllllon gallons a day

in the Raritan stream bed Juot for maintenance of flow

E which theyuhope will help improve the rlver ltselfo Then, 1 

when Sproce Run and Stony Brook have been put in operatlongz'

'and Stony Brook ltself ls a ten billlon gallon reservolo,
?lthe flow of the;rlver Wlll inerease to 200 mllllon gallonsl
.a day, and they recommend that they have tnen lOO mlllion
::_gallons a- day for dlverolon to commerCLal pnr*posest9 whlch

‘vwould be another 1mprovemenl of AO mllllon gallons9 and

the sustained minimum flow in the P1V9P9 however, would

~ only go. to. 100 milllOﬂ gallons a days which is a ten L

“mlllion gallons a day lmprovement over the prevlous sus =

,i_talned minimum flow wlth Just Spruce Run.

SENATOR DUMONT°~~ What wuuld the total net lncrease -

- then be? About 100 milllon gallono per day avallable under

: 19.1






the two projects in this p@am? | :.b /
SENATOR CRANE: Well, of this total, I would say that
it's an increase of total flow of 135 million gallons a
da&° Adding 135 te 65 bring'usvup to the 200 million |
gallons a day. It means a totalAincreaseQ Sénétor'numontg‘
of 80 million gallons a day for diversion and a total |
increase of 65 million gailons a day f@f;§uétained minimum
flow; im its ﬁotal’devglopmento W
» SENATORvDUMONT: }Nawg"ﬁhe-estimate Which'yduvhave hére
‘as to the amount:neaded byvthe'year 2000 WOﬁld béwaboﬁt
300 million gallqﬁs”par day over énd aboVe'What is now
avéilable; is thatVQdfrect? -
SENATOR CRANE: That was In the ToA.M.S. Report.
vSENATOR.DﬁMGNTQ ‘H6w dQ.y@ﬁ feel;abgﬁtbﬁhe dev@lapmeﬁt
Hof.the Déiawafe River9 a bi?stata project between
Peﬂnsylvénia anvaéW;Jerseyg.in‘®ther words, pr@vide
the long range? |
V.SENATOR CRANE: In l@ﬁg famggg’zvbeliéVQ thai it will
be necessary to go to the D@lawareg,but-lvam convinced
that there iS é definiﬁefneed'at present to gainWWater
‘and we cannot get it from the_Delaware b@@aﬁse it will
take a considerable periQd’éf time to get the approval,
It requires federal.andvjudicial action and_biagtat@ co-=
operation. 1 believe that the development of intra-
state resources is'much mér@»feasible at this time because
we actually have rather a pressiﬁg time sehéduieo
SENATOR DUMONT: De you thimk iﬁ W@mid take very long
to get that approval from the United State Supreme Court
. - 2 ,






if both the states of New Jersey and Pennsylvanla were in
 agreement as to h@w they Would proceed Wlth diversion of
: water from. the Delaware River? ;[> S . ‘
SENATOR CRANE: Based @n past éxperience; 1 d@n"t 7
B 'believe it could be d@ne in a short period @f timeo That : } 
.'1which is a matter of record leads me t@ that beliefu I do
» know that if both states sat down t@gether and hammerad
.something out it would be p@ssible to do somethlng but B
L -not in the same time element that we. have here for theifﬂi;Af:‘

‘,'development of the Raritan on river programo‘

SENATOR DUMONT° Suppose this plan were passed by the

ﬁLeglslature, what 13 your estimate as te the ameunt @f txme -

Qit would requlre to put both these prodects int@ @peratien°-ﬁ’

',that is, Spruce Run and Si@ny BT@QK? . ’ | | |
SENATOR CRANE° If it were passed?  _ 

\ SENATOR DUMONT° If Lt were passed, - B |
SENATOR CRANE:  If lt were passed 1 beiieve that HE

'»Would take three yearsg W1th the approval ef the people.y}*

~ this fa11 ‘to bring it ;@,rru;tieny.jast the first stage

‘>of itov' | 3 , ; 4

":'; SENATCR DUMONT°“ Spruce Runo " o L
| SENATOR CRANE° Yes,  Acqulsition of the pr@perty
k‘and the bulldlng of Spruce Run and the filllng of ‘
Spruce Run.‘ In othar Words9 water would»not»be availébléd”“
from th:s project for three yearsg and by that tlme:IV: ﬂ

| bel;eve we'll need it to the p@int that it will exceed
,the supply and that the @ther dams may nave to be develeped
T,rather rapidly twoo ]' R o
o o1






SENATOR DUMONT:  And what's the estimate of time as
to the Stony Brook pr@jeétg in 5ther words, if yeu toek
both projects to completion; héw much total time would’it
take? .Do you havé‘any,estiméte on that? |

SENATOR CRANE: - I am rather:inexpert"oﬁ that but the

way it is planned in this law, that Stony Brook be not
constructed until two yearszaftaf the cbmpletioﬁ.af'Sppucé
Run and after sa1é>®f half that water that's aVailable is
made, were we to go by thé; plan I Would imagine that

the Stony Brook might not‘be cdmpleted‘for three or . four
years after the completion of Spruce Run.  Thatﬂs juSt.a
guess, | ‘ B | ‘

SENATOR DUMCNTs Well, assuming that it took seven ,
years or thereabouts for the two pr@j@@ts to‘be @dmpleteds
do yéu think thatﬁif there were real action between
‘Pennsylvania and New Jersey that i1t would take any longer
than that to make a daﬁ and*a\reservoir on the Delaware
River? |

éENATOR CRANE s Wellg.Senathg first of all I think
that;_when you speak of constructing this program for the
sake of comparison Witﬁ S@m@thiﬁg like the Deiaware
project, you ought to discuss it from the vantage point
~of both dams be ing buiit at the same time so that you could-
get an adequate comparison, bécause‘l think that both could
be constructed within three to four years, I know that one
can be done in three and I imaéine that with g@dd con=
tractors you could build the other one at the same time,

So I still believe that it would be p@SSibie to construct
22






:_this before you could complete any agraement and final
.construction on the Delaware Riverg and I think that you
1;w0u1d flnd that for the Northeastern sectlons of th1s :
‘a;State which has the greatest need the Delaware water
prregram wnuld be the most expensive as te transmzssion

o lines and everything alseoc For our purposes, we do haVe fa~1

"?l*present transmission facilities to some degree already

'operative on the Raritanogﬂ1aT_f;faﬂ{7a3-t@ A

- SENATOR DUMONT° Do yeu “hi efany figures on the com-*'

fparative cest betweenvtha“wate 'hat would coma out of the_.

“-“Raritan and the Water that mlght,be @btained from the

‘fDelaware?

SENATOR CRANEV I am n@t sure,'but I think that is

_covered in this repart t@ some extent because I remember,

R

,in trying to digest all

: f Wallpack Bend,vso I believe there ara statlstics avail-,j,

 SENATOR DUMONT«a In the T,A .S, Report. R

| SENATOR CRANE: Yése But 1tm not posit;ve.:.'* -
o SENATOR DUMONTd' NoW does anybody in the audience,
i'-»and I Will have to ask y@u to ask tham through me, if you
 ( Will have any questions t@ be asked of Senator Crane? ST
| | Hereﬂs a question for y@ug Sanator@’ When you est;mate'
'three years after the passage of the bill for expediting
construction of the raservairs$ are you taking into '
'~consideration alsa the tlma far "due precess" Iitigatign‘
'by property awners? . | L N |

| vfwf'és}ifa' o

,'ffthisg that there is 2, discusszon'7' o






T' SENATOR CRANE° I think any engineering program

: submztted Senator, wenld take that 1nte consideration |

v,land I believe, that if an engineerlng firm has stated

: that it would take threw years, 1t will be appreximately

‘efjthree years° I wouldn“t have any knowledge to refute that L

statemento..

SENATOR DUMONT°— Any ether questions that anyone f55;7.

:)H*desires to have asked of the witness?

"Tifbeing questioned bvaenat_

EX SENAT!R ovMARA" Mr.'l’i”cnaiman, 1 would 1ike to

"areserve my right to
“future tim,eo f}

SENATOR DUMONT_ “‘fgo'objecuon, Senater, to

uMara at some point do yeu?fe“'
SENATOR CRANE? N o e ’, PN
VOICE F‘R.M AUDIBNCE:-?! Mre Chai rman, may 1 ask a

"questzon? ’v;n[j*“

SENAIOR DUMONT-ﬁ'Wellg let me. hear yeur questien

”vand then 1"11 see ifeiﬁ fs,O,K,. We Will have to have

}’your nameof*if=f l:e. BT S e :
, -;' NMLCOLM CROOKS°§ My name zs Malcelm Crooks, of the L E
ﬂSt@ny BP00k~Millstene Watershed Associatieno‘ 1 wasﬁ""'ﬁ

o wenderinggvln the comparisen ef the cost between Delawaremr;if‘

*;lever water and Raritan river waterg if not the quality

fand which isn“t?

_Nshould also be taken inte censxderationsbone is of
f;'potable quality9 1 understand and one is nota_ One is of:
raw quality. S
. SENATOR DUMONT° Né&@fﬁhiéh dQ;y0u §a$‘éskﬁéiébiéf% e

esk anator Crane questions at seme i;jj;']f=i'






MR CROOKS* Delaware River water, as I understand

.i'_of potable quality if 1t is taken into, for instance, Round -

N Valley and is allowed to be stored there.-.t

SENATOR DUMONT'f Well now, are you asking Senator f>-¢"“

L Crane, then, his opinion?

MR. CROOKS:’_Xes, if that’s a Justifiable comparison :

o to make.’f?ﬁ?;**

SENATOR DUMONT° You want his opinion, then,'as to 7
ethe potability of the water“from the Raritan River and the"

t;#“Belaware? ‘

MR CROOKS°>-And whether that is an element in con- :

sidering the differential in COSto";;e”i7if{‘i'

SENATOR DUMONT°<:'I think in all fairness to you,,ggg'

<’eSenator, because you are not an engineer any more than I

ém'—ryou can’ do what you want w1th that question° If you } }_-

}‘.can answer it fine.f If you can"t and want to leave it

:up to some engineering person who is here and is gozng to ;af'

rntestify, that 1s up to you,‘“: )
. SENATOR CRANE Weli, as 1 haVe pointed out,_the »
manner of this bili"s construction9 it embodies the plan ’;'
‘of the Water Resources Advisory Committee based on ; o

vengineering advice, and I beiieve that that 1s ‘a question

that ‘those engineers couid discuss to a much better extentf'“}

than I could and 1 wouldn't want to prejudice the case‘7

one Way or ‘the other, because mine is absolutely 1nexpert .

testimonyo _ _ .” _ o v o el
SENATOR DUMONT°’ Yon can ask that question of

i engineers.i They will be on later, 1 am sure, because the _






Commissioﬁer ofﬂCoﬁsefvétiQn and;Eé§gomi¢.Dévglopment*has
asked to testify today aﬁd twb:oflhIS'enginéers'algc failew
him, - | o o |
"SENATOR_CRANE; ‘1'woﬁld;like{tc'séy.this,-senator
Dumont, that my pukpose3in‘teéiifyinQ‘tdday-Was tévSet

forth for the recerd my longwstanding interest in the Raritan 

to back up the reascns why it was accept;ble for my purposes,
perhaps not ethers, to forward this leglslation, to give it
Nan adequate hearing, to see if 1t weuld work._ I»believe it
will work but I believe that the engineering}behind it
should be defended by engineersojfb - :
SENATOR DUMONT° May I have your name,»sir? You o
present a previous questions I believeo  '- ’“f   ”
MRS HUGHEY° "I am.Ann Hughey, Prlhceton Tewnshipo
SENATOR DUMONT°' ‘Now, . here is a question from o
Mrs. VanDyke of the League of Wbmen Vbters~ Isntt thef 
)Supreme Court of the Unlted States likely to ask what
New Jersey has done te develop our 1ntra»state water
‘resources before granting diversion rights from the
- Delaware Rlver and 1nter~state streams? |
Do you wantgto'cemment on that?» ,
_ SENATOR CRANE°' I wouldnit know that answer. It
‘would seund plau31ble to mee_: ‘ _ _
SENATOR»DUMONT° Are there any other questlons to be
asked of Senator Crane?
Ivguess not9‘Senat®rb
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- .Jf,‘ I am the Director oz

o The next witness, Mr. William Roach Executive '

 Secretary of the Planning Board of Somerset Ceunty. Mr,iRoaCh‘

is from SOmerV111e.‘Q{tff , ce "_  : A :: ' f,>L g x  ‘j.'”v
| MR W 1 L L I A M E R O A C H, J R.,; Mr.Chairman,

“Senator (DIc*aﬂ.e,9 ladies andﬁgentlemen. My name is William E,Reach,--

: ' Caunty Planning Board. ‘9{f*'
: Before making my formal femarks, Iewould 11ke to request the

1privi1ege of supplementing this statement upon detailed examw :

:-eination of the proposed bills”-hich”aur Planning Board at this;'?"

}date, has been unable to dog ‘xe°are speaking today concerning o

"the principles contained'in those bi11 o

want to submit?

MR R.ACHB

'.submit anether written statement later?

| R, 'ROACH: Passx,bly supplement ;i tnemf i@féixi_.: d‘etai'l,etii% |
'»examinatlon of the leglslatien. g;’” H vi> v  _ " o
o SENATOR DUMONT° All righto; Will you Ieave a copy
‘then of your statement with eur stenographer when you are j»<7”
finished9 please? ‘}1> - .,, B | o B
R, RGACH° I shall do that.. 7 , B
- The Water Supply Committee cf the Semereet County
"“vplanning Boardg:after due study and consxderatian, hae unan1~ ."' 

v;_mously endorsed the propesal te ccnstruct twe en=river reaermf_“k

- voirs in the Raritan River Waterahedo The Somerset Ceunty
L 11f1127jfi” '






| Raritan Watershed" 887 of 1ts area belng in the watershed and

L *Valley.

Planning Board has endorsed this recommendation of its Water

Supply Committee.

Somerset County ranks as the Number One County in the :fff

7»257 of the Watershed being in the Countya; Such being the case,fl[e'

{.we have a vztal 1nterest in any water development 1n the Raritan;‘f_‘

B Somerset County is undergoing, and w1ll continue to

'experience, a. tremendous rate of growth.e The Regional Plan
’Association predicts a . 1327 1ncrease in Som erset!s population

; from'l950 to 1975. Our own estimate for 1956 bears out this

1975 projection, showing a 307 increase in the 6 year period,.

'."Much of this growth has been fostered by new industrial develutf';ﬁfe'

opment in the area as well as the general 1nflux of population

“from the builtuup urban areaso The advent of 2 new freeways";¢
‘giving direct, high Speed, automobile access to Somerset County~f“’
from the New York - Metropolitan Region w111 foster and aoceleruffqt'

| ate this population trend.

The greatest portion of Somerset's growth will occur

d*jin the municipalities which could readily avail themselves of

'the Water supplies Wthh Would be developed by the reserVOiPs

proposed by S 272 and S 273. ',d :
This proposal will bring a water supply to an area of

the County where most of the mun101palities have expressed a

'desire, through their zoning ordinances, to expand their

industrial development Since a good water supply is essential

'_dto most industrial development, this program could enhance these'r‘

efforts. : il~ ',g;
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In order that this ant101pated growth will be properly
}eerviced and become an asset to all concerned 1t is imperativeilb
that adequate water supplies be developedo

The Somerset County Planning Board w1shes to 1nsure N
b'that when the water supplies developed by this program are o
.‘allocated that the qrowth potential and water needs of Somersetl :

: County are not over~looked or neglected° In this respect

guarantees should be incorporated in this legislation to 1nsure -

,that the water needs of rapidly developing Somerset County be
'wassured. o | o o
‘ | :;Tofthis~end'the Sonerset'county'Planning.Board is
vupreoentlyﬁeonductlng'a Water.Supply*Studthhich wlll;moral
’ pfeCisely oeternine thefforeseeable“future Watep neede;of-thehe i
'hcounty“‘ v» - v. - ;~ L
" v Mr. Chairman, to supplement somelof the po1nts I have B
' made, I would like to furnish you W1th copies of our. 1956
Annual Report which contalns 1n'greater»detai1 some of.the?:f"
fpinformation which I haVe mentioned here today. R :

" SENATOR DUMONT° Any questions to be asked of

o Mr. Roach? I have one here, Mr. Roach | As I recall its

L your electorate rather overwhelmingly turned down the

: Chimney Rock‘Referendum in 1955 Now, I am talking about
: the electorate in your own Countyg because that, of course;v'
hwas Where that project would have been located, in your own o
.'County. Was 1t primarily becauee of the proposed 1ocation |
p‘of that reserv01r, or were there other condltlons such as f
the inconVenience to a large number of people, that were

-factors also? T
o9






MR. ROACH: Senator, I was not in the employ of
Somerset County, I was with the State of New Jersey when that
referendum was on the ballot., I could not speak as tkohatvthe
local reaction was in Somerset County. Certainly there was the
interest on the part of those who would be affected against it,
and as I recall it, that proposal was defeznted on a stéte-wide
basis, and in some placés probably Jjust as severely as in the
County of the locale of the proposal. That is not a statement
of fact; I think that is so, however, |

 SENATOR DUMONT: These figures that you quoted, however,

about y@ur increase in population anticipatéd by 1975 were also
known as a fact at that time too, were they not?
| MR. ROACH: Those estimates were releaééd by Regional
Plan, I forget the exact date;vSenator, I think it was sometime
in 'S5l so they may have been known,

” SENATOR DUMONT: Any questlons of the witness?
Thank you, Mr. Roach. | '

MR . RCACH: Thank you.

SENATOR DUMONT: The next is Mr, Russell L, Montney,
Executive Secretary‘of the Planning Board of Middlesex County.
Mr., Montney comes from New Brunswick,

MR, RUSSELL L, MONTNEY: Mr, Chairman,
my_name is Russell L, Montney, Director of the Middlesex County
Planning Board, I'am‘here on behalf of the Middlesex County
“Planning Board and I am also a member of the Middlesex County
- Water Supply Advisory Committee,

| Middlesex County,>because\it is one of the fastest
growing counties in the State of‘Néw Jersey?b%ecaUSe approxi-
mately 25% of the Raritan'River Watershed falls within the
; 30
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beundary of this County, has been concerned about waier‘supply
and with the proper development of the Raritan River for a
number of years, ’

We know that this County will need additional supplies
if it is to continue to grow. We have always felt that a con-
siderable portion of these additional water supplies must come
from the Raritan River,

The Middlesex County Plannning Board is pleased to suﬁw
port a plan to develop the Raritan River and its tributaries in
stepsy, by a series of small dams, a plan which appears to be
economicélly sound and which seems to justify further serious
study to determine its practicability,

We, in Middlesex County, hope that the report of the
Advisory Committee and the legislation based thereon will be
only the beginning of the Legislaturets and Advisory Committeets
interest in'the development of water éupplies-for New Jersey, _

Still left to be accomplished is a definite plan to make
use of the Delaware River, and a comprehensive study of ground
water supplies including salt water intrusion into such $upplie$9
to name only two must projects., In each county or smaller areas
there may be Waier supply projects affecting regions which are
also a must. For instance, a low level dam across the South
River, in Middlesex County, would materially assist the water
situation for the industries and others located in the area of
the suggested dam. We will need help‘in planning for such a dam.

SENATOR DUMONT: Do you have a capy of your statement,
Mro. Montney?

MR; MONTNEY: Yes,
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* 'SENATOR DUMONT: Are there any questions to be asked

"of Mr, Montney?

EX»SENATOR O'MARoner; Chairman, I assume it will not be

'necessary'for me to reserve the right to submit questions of all
’witnesses and ‘I would like it completely understood that that is

‘a general requestan

_SENATOR DUMONTF It is>so understood, Senétor, _
- MR, MONTNEY: Mr. Chairman, may I also reserve the right

to submit supplemental testimony at a later date?

 SENATOR DUMONT: Do you want to submit tha£ Orally,:of
in writlng, or both? _ : v  » |
MR MONTNEY At a 1ater date, in writingg-‘
SENATOR DUMONT° All righto:' Will you subﬁit a copy
of your statement to the secretary, please? .
' | The next witness is Mr. Fred F Richardson9 of New
Brunswick.: Mrb,chhardsonoa

MR, FRED F, R I c HARD S O N: Senator Dumont

. and Senator Crane, for some years 1ast past I have been repremf-

senting the'City of_NeW‘Brunswick in some water litigation

Wﬁich they have been interested in, but in appearing here‘today g

1 am appearing, more or less, pro se, because the bills have “

been so recently introduoed that sufficient study has not'beéno

}made in our community to allow sentiment to crystallize, 'S0

what ‘I am saying here today is largely my own personal viewso
‘In the beginning, let me point out that I am for‘
these bills. I am not for the bills in the thought that they

are the best possible solutiohss but they're Wka"able‘éolut,i:oné9

and 1 think the time has arrived in our'8£3té)whon we must
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proceed with some solution that's at hand and that is workable,_‘v'”

' There are, howeversjsome suggestions that I have to make, not

, in cTiticism because the work of the Advisory Committee headed_;ffﬂv

dby George Smith, from my own community in New Brunsw1ck, the
fCemmittee's work has been very well done._ Ably sponsored as

',;these bills are by Senator Crane from Union County, I am’ sure dﬁf

v;ﬁ_all of us,_for and against these bllls, must feel gratified

'_{vthat the people who have contributed their services to thesef?ﬁ*'

‘ bills, have done so in such a fa1r~minded way, Personally If;i;":7"'””

have great confldence in this Committee and in the Senators,iﬁ§""

:d includ1ng Senator Dumont, who are handling these billso Andf?f

I first point out that the proposals to be submitted to theV d;,d'”""

bdelectorate next November, it seems to ‘me that it is pessible"
‘}to ‘read into that proposal a misconstruct1on,, Now, if thereifidﬁt'

was anything that defeated Chimney Rdck more than any other

’7 thing in 1955, 1n my humble Judgment it was the fact that the f’imf"

- bills ‘were. not thoroughly understood, and I hOpe that in this

7';next proposal tc the electorate that the information that will,i:ifef:

‘be dlsseminated ad interim wiil be sufficient in quallty and 7
"oin quantity 50 that everybedy wzll be apprised ef Just exactly-”75,ﬂ
: _what is proposed to be doneo - ' BT ’ 3

Now, why I say the proposal is rathe? indef1nite,'in

Section 2&; the proposal indicates you are. to vote "yes" or nnen" e

5on the single question of whether or not the Water supply of

'“New Jersey is to be increased by Spruce Run and Stany Brooko ;_ i

df;ﬁNow, 1t is perfectly evident that not one pound of water 13

 :going to be 1ncreased 1n the water supply ef New Jersey through

-Stony Brook until Stony lroek is constructed, and under this -
, 3 , 7{33 : ‘ _






act Stony Brook is not to be constructed for at least two years,
and thereafter, not to be constructed unt11 SOﬁ of the water 1s

contracted for, namely, 20 000, OOO gallons per day,< It seems to

me that thls blll, rezerr1ng to the bond b111 w;ll be advertlsed

and»the informatlon there1n contained will be readable to thoseu

ho care to read it, but there has not been one single 11ne that

‘ll have been able to ascertain in the Bond Act 1tse1f wh;ch shows
‘thls 11mitat1on as to Stony Brook. In other words,»when you're

‘votlng on this proposal you get the idea that Stony Brook 1s

belng»constructed as Well as-Spruce Run. Now, there is nothing

in the Bond Act which w111 be publlshed pr1or to electlon to.'

dlsabuse anybody's mind and I thlnk some proportion of ourv

voters'might.go to the polls W1th'the.1dea‘that both these;
‘ reservoirS'aré being constructed IWhere,as anmtter of»féct‘

,onlj Spruce Run is being constructed and the land is belng

acquared at Stony Brook.. I think that is someth;ng for the
Committee to conszder, whether or not we shouldn't go forward .

with the proper deflnltlon of what people are votzng on, SO -

rthere may not be any misapprehension.-

Secondly, another suggestion that I have, and these

‘,are”merely suggestlons, the Senator from‘Uhion County, Bob Crane,
has- spokcn about changlng the standards now embraced 1n this

‘::present proposed bill, and to add thereto the standards now -

in the Canal Act, namely,"to conserve public 1nterest" that

is how the Canal ‘Act’ reads, and 1t is a very vital amendment

that I thznk should be madeo But in addition thereto, 1et me

point this outs this Supplemenu 27&,13 to Title 58 of the
Water Act ‘and that's the parent Water Act of this State and

) _.sh






 has been for a good many years;:vThe‘CahalﬁAct,hhowever,'is
Title 13, and 'tnis_ supplemefnt ‘dea1s ,}with Title 58,

~ Now, the standard in Tltle'58 is very‘different'froﬁ
the standard used in “the Canal Act Title 13. The Canal
Act simply says, “to conserve public interests" and "shall‘f
be sold at Just and reasonable terms, such as may be S
l agreed upon‘by the department " In Tltle 58 however, there
.1s a vital standard that has been left out of th1s bill |
and that standard is" thlS, that the equities of the
‘ manC1pal1t1es affected by this water allocation:must be
considered;‘ Now, there 1s nothlng in thls proposed 1egis-
1at1on that deals with the equlties of mnnicipalitles,
meanlng the rights that the‘munlcipalities adJacent to
this water supply naturally have, | ”b » 7

| Water supply is a public problem, and munlcipalities f‘

. must_necessarlly_have preference.v They must comeefirsto,

| So much so, that in 194, when this Legislatare baSSea-»7
the'originalfeanaliact,nthey'Wrote in there as onéjofv .
the'preambles of the-aet'that the'adjacent'areas.toxthe'#
canaIFWould»have'priority and preference for induétrialb
supply of water from the canal° Now, that has not been
' followed very religiously, but that was written into- the
19l act and, in my oplnlon, is Stlll law., But whether :

it is ~or not, the 1ntent was to give the adjacent
mun1c1pa11t1es the preference for the Water as a sodrce.”
,ofllndustrlal supply or,'ln case they could treat the
supply, to so treat it as to make it potable.‘i j |

1 thlnk 1t mlght be well for the Commlttee to'
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lcon31der Whether they shouidn't strengthen the standard '
which is now in Title 58 because 1f that is left out
and this 1s a supplement to Titie 58 it is going to .
‘aweaken the entire administration of Title 58 which asfipt
say, is the parent actobr ‘ o . - j -
| A good deal of this language has been borrowed bodily,
lbas Senator Crane has weil said from the Canal Act, but they
y are entirely different acts, and this p01nt that I raise »
thas been recently raised in hearings before the Department~ '
o and I think is a matter of very serious concern and shouldlif
vvhave the further cons1deration of this Comm1tteeo e
_ I raise a further questiong and that 1s in these fﬁa
h.definitlons, I note that practicaliy all corporations and o
tpersons and individuai suppiiers are . eligible to purchaseb
;f this water, The question has come up in my mind however,t;'
l whether or not that 1nciudes Water utility companies° |
‘Many of these water utility companies are chartered
'companies and my understanding ef the definition of the
word "corporatien“ is that it means ‘those Who have complied/'
dwaith the Buszness Corporation Act of 1898 Now,‘manyief;‘r E
rthese companies have been chartered iong»priortto:1898fahd};.‘
'-do not fit w1thin the four Walls of that definitiono:v[
In addition te which these utility companies are subjectfpihth
to regulation by the Public Utiiity eemmission,‘which cank
set a31de any contract that these water companies enter
1nto that may be 1nimica1 to pubiic policye\ So.you A
have two controiiing boards° One is the department

'making the contract, and the other the Utility Board
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which might decide in a certain case that the contract should
or should not be enforced, I think there is a little dis-
crepancy there that might be cleaned up by way of a
definition,

I notice that Senator Crane has remarked about the
Governor signing these contracts, and it was to be'my
suggestion that that provision which is now part of the
Canal Act be continued in this present legislation, I don't
know that it has ever been called to particular necéssity
for the effective intervention of the Gavernorg'bﬁt,it‘s
a salutary provision that should be in there and I think
the Senator is well advised to amend this bill to continue
that regulatiéno-

There's another question about the titie and, as.
lawyers always do try to pick loopholes in things; 1 was
going to suggest that perhaps the title might be strengthened
by including the words "and to make the sale thereof," It
nows simply provides the power  to acquire and cdnstruct9
but it makes no reference to the sale, unless we are to
assume that, in reciting the powers of the department;-
that includes the pcwér of sale. Personally, I think it
does, but there is a iegal objection that can be raised
and it might be well for the drafter of the bill to con-
sider whether or not the title is im the shape that
be, |

There is another provision in there that I don't quite
understand and that.is the provision which requires the

entire gross revenue of the sale of the canal water tc be

appropriated; If that means that the proceeds from the
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sale of canal water is to be taken away from the present
hoiders.and put>in'a current fund, I'm against that and I
think it ought to be amended., The’cénal is just-ab§ﬁt‘how
paying its way., I think there is a small surplus, and I
think they need evéry cent that they can get by way of
revenue to pay their help and to pay their ogerating
expensésa I-think»that ihese>funds should be kept separate
énd not simplyfminglédiinto’ene’cdmmon'péf, 'SojIAsuggest
that £hat be-givénvsémgVCGnSideratioh, | | |

I also note that ihefe is to be general taxation for
any deficit, I believe that there should not be any general
taxation., I believe that these prodects, Spruce Run and
Stoney Brook and subsequ@nt pTOJects, were meant to be self-
liquidating and stand on’ thelr own feet and I don't
believe that we. should go forward now with the thought that
we are going to put genera] taxation on the body politic
of this State fdrvthese purposes. Now, maybe that is only
pro forma fbrvbdnd:peopieg'I donvt‘know,'but it seems to
me that after the first few yearé theré will be enough money
made ih these prOjeéts t0458€ that theyvare self»liquida»
ting, And 1 am against any reference to general taxation
‘becauée 1é/those sort of r?ferences that the public gets
in mind there_is goingfto‘bevanother increase in taxation,
and I don't think it's hecessarybas a selling propoéition
to put itiover in this instaﬁéeo

However, these sugges‘&;ions.9 whether they are
meritorious or not, are not my reason for being here today°
My main reason for being here today lS because 1 thlnk a
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very seriOus mistake is~being made in deferring the con-

struction of ‘Stony Brook Reservoir° I can fully

sympathize with the people who are in objection here today

‘and who are much closer to Stony Brook than I am in the

matter of distance, but Middlesex County does have a real

stake in the construction,owatqny Brook at‘this tlme_]

simultaneousiy with,thecconstructién“pf SpruCe Run, Our

two lafgest and mcst fapidly‘grdWing SeCtions in our county,'

in South Middlesex,_are North Brunswick and South Brunswick.

. And they are growing at a rate of beyond SO per cent, ratio.

50 per cento While I am sorry to say it in the ncrthern

‘ part of our county, in and around my sectlon in New Brunswick

and north into Highland'Park5~with the-exception p0331b1y _
of Edison Township énd withvthe'exceptiOn‘of Woodbridgev
Township,'cﬁr]growth»is rcaécﬁablycstabiliZed. The‘reasonﬁ

is that there'is relativelyllittle ﬁndeVelcped area.‘ But

in the scuthern end of our countygwln North Brunswick and

,South Brunswick there 13 a pctentlal for industrial

development second to nowhere 1n thefentire-East.v They

’have Just located Johnson & Johnscn"s new plant in. North

Brunswick Township9 and North Brunswick and Scuth Brunsw1ck

are very adjacent to the Mlllstcne Rwer°

A great many of us down our way feel that there is

a very great demand fer water frem not only North and South,‘e’r
- Brunswick TOWHShlp but frcm Mercer County itself and - that

there should be 1mmed1ate1y constructed 51multaneously

with Spruce Run, this Stcny Brcok Reservclr° It will do

‘_us not a bit of good simply to acquire this land and then
_'stop, because there is a: prchlbition in the bill 1tse1f
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“that nothing shall be done,: vaé a-mandatorylpfohibitien
'preventing any progress in the censtructien for two years.

, at 1east, and thereafter untii we are guaranteed by
'tcontract 20 million gallons a day, I think that amount is
’ﬁvery close to being available even now in these two areas

fthat I speak of,v I knew that there is pending now befere t,'”

, the Canal Commlssion an appllcatien on. the part of North

 "H Brunswick Township for 13 1/2 mllli@n gallons a. day,, i

iknow New Brunswick has an applicatien for 7 1/2 milllonlzb

L gallons a day. I know East Brunswzck has an appllcation

for 7 m1111on galions a dayo And to allow Spruce Run to
'tbe cempleted without Stony Brookiwould be deferring Stony a

‘Breek against the time wheng after‘four or five or. six

lyears go by, there may be epposition come up that will

‘prevent Stony Brook from ever being constructed.-,_---q' _
Know1ng something ef the background and the history

- of the water movements in th;s State,_l know that delay 1s

'almost synonymous with Water legislatien and to precrastinate»yi.b

f “and to delay is to- defeat,v Wé need aesurance that this‘t
_treservoir will be constructed nowo It will help our |

‘development and it will not enly provide water When itﬂs

i,constructed but will attract new induetrles now that Will
feel assured of a. source of supplyati,v

‘Mr, Montney has just testifled from our county and

'_;fhe didntt say what he mlght have said, that our ceuntys o

by prediction, in 1975 will be the second 1argest county
in the State of New Jerseyo We thlnk-that we merit the

amendment of thlS ball to include Stony Breok Reservoir






construction now.,‘ v ‘ o ‘ |
I mlght point out that I didn“t have these bllls

until last night but I read the report of" the recommendatlons

- and I didntt think that in the recommendations themselves

the Commlttee went so far as to suggest that there should

be no construction of Stony Brook withln two years.v_I

thought. it was . being left to the Department of Conservation

:and Development and the Water Poilcy Commission to make that

vdetermlnation ‘and that if the water was needed now,. 1f there

was a present demand for Steny Brook water as. well as the

other water, Stony Brook should go forward at the same time

'_?as Spruce Run.

There are one or two other points I would like to
COmment on.} I do hope that as badly as we may need water
for. consumlng purposes that we‘wiilﬁggignt the necessity of;
seeing that adequate water is put in the river,'ln the-flow'
'stream of that rivers to take care of its proper development.
One of thendifficultles~of,tne-Raritan River -1 was bornz
‘alongside the"R'afitan' Rivef, 1 hévé 'iivéd there all my
.llfe and I know something about it, ~The industrial pollution'\
has been taking such a hold ‘on that river because of the |
.vshrinkage of volume Qf watenb; We need.to bring the water),
as the,Senetor-ﬁromtﬁnioneCounty’said,dto ebout,a billton_
gallons a day. My infofmation:ie it is someWhefe around
800 miliion Qalions e-dey.flewg on the averace thét is; but
it goes down to Where sometimes it is not over AO million
Vlgallons a day,_ It's a- mere trlckle at tlmes, and the

;ndustrial pollution has inoreased to such an extent and N
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_the volume has decreased and shrunk to such an extent that
all fish life has gone out of the rlver for years and it's
not flt even to boat on. We need plenty of water, and I am
sure under this act that the amount of water that 1s going
“to be allowed this stream will bring it back to the pristlne
usefulness and beauty that it always enJoyed as queen of o
I make these suggestions and close with th1s note
of apprec;ation of the flne work that I think the people
who have been identified With these bills have done, and of'
| the appre01ation we have for this hearing today, 1 even
appre01ate the opp031tion of my good friend Senator O'Mara .
| from Hudson County because I believe that opposition to
these things do contribute an important vieWpolnt9 and I,
hope that we can work thls sztuation out so that it‘will
be to the best 1nterest of the State,a_‘ » |
‘ I would like to eay this about the Delaware River9
1f 1 may. There has been rendered a deelslon Which llmlts o
the diversion of New Jersey to. 100 mlllion gallons a- day
_ by the Uhlted States Supreme Court,, That amount is a flxedf
amount° We are getting so we donﬂt have very much water
| left in the canal and 1t W1l1 only be a matter of a year tc
| or two at the very outside when there is no more avallable!
water in - the canal, 1 think'theucanal flow is around 75}1'
mlllion'gellons'aidaya ‘I'think“we'heve’oontraeted3alneady o
for over 4O mlllion gallons a day; 1 thlnk that the preeent
pending applications are at. least Lo million gallons a

day or pretty close to ltor Now, Whether we can ever get
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vanvaelaware River wéter or not"in addiﬁien to the hundred
thousand gallon per day limit I‘donﬂt kﬁow,?but it.seems to
’me that we shouldn“t wait on the Delaware Rlver situation"
iwe should go_forward and stand on our own feet,r Weﬂve got
'f”this water in our State hére;‘ Ii”s not aAquestien of the
7_amount of water°~itﬂs a question af distribution and ‘the
use and bringing the Water to the proPer points where it can:
be used. Wé can stand up on our own. feet and there is no
‘water any better than the Rarxtan R1ver water when we get
‘,rid @f seme>of this pollutien«that ex&stso And in connection
.‘wzth that, let me. say that Middlesex Caunty will get rid of
. the pollution at the: end of thlS year,_1957, when ‘we finish
up'eur Joint sewerol We. would have gotten rld of lt years
_ago if-it hadn“t been f@r the industries around Beund Brook.
And we denft propose nows having spent this money en the
v_sewerage systemg to see this pollution contlnue,-.The=reason |
I say that Raritan Rivervwater 1s as good a water'as'thefe |
is in thisbdunf’ry is ‘t.hat»Ne'W "Bruns'u}ick saw its beginning
along the river, w;th its 1ndustrles locating there because
of the quality of the water, At one time it was the flnest-
Water anywhere for industrial purposes. | | |
o We have some rlghts in that waters too, fer potable
purposes9 the City of New Brunswick° We purchased some
_Pights years(a’go° 'We’areftremendously inierested in_seeihg'
fthgt»the»fivér i§ returned tévits proper usage and we don't
iniendV if Wé één stop'it td»permit thesé-upper riparian)
- owners who have certaln common law rights to use the water »
.and return it undlminlshed to alse return it in a
ripollutedlgonditien, ‘It m;ght be advisable to legislaté

mu3;  , v .






 against thoéé rigﬁts'téiihé)éxtent'éf'butting,m@re'teethl
in the law tﬁan'as it breseﬁt1y étaﬁds;, The%e is:a'peHa1tyj
for pollutlon but it doesnﬂt get anybody anywhere except :
to hire a lawyer and have a law suit° V’; “ :

‘. Now, these suggestlons 1 make in the best ef goed
.faith and I hepe that the Cammittee will find when the
_hearlng is completed that s@me ef these suggestiens that
have been made by interested parties will have some merit,

Thank you very much. W1LJ?f7f“

SENATOR DUMONT»'

we may have a ceuple ‘o1

In the first place 3isnst‘it7£fue that the Uhited
atates Supreme Court decree of 19549 which made available'i
‘to New Jersey legaliy 100 million gallons per day, said
,that New Jersey could have that amount of water out ‘of . the:;
Delaware River withcut returning any @f it by campensatingT*
releases. My understanding was that thay did not say that -
‘New Jersey could not take any more Water than that out |
of ‘the Delaware providing We were wxlling to prov1de
compensatlng releases, ,“   R "» |
i MR,vRICHARDsgmejVY@u arebentlrely right Senator, ’
. That!s exactly what they did sayo__ LR
| ﬁ‘SENATOR:DUMONTm\ Senator Crane? o |
SENATOR’CRANB 1 wante& to ask y@u9 Mr. Richardson,j
if you ‘are aware that the subject of taxation, to which :
you. ‘spoke, and in fact the last two gen@ral prQV131ons of
revenue in the bond act in .thef'WQPdSQ in Senate Bill

No. 272, paragraph 21, =subsectians (c) and (d) - (c) being
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5 "any‘ether’avei1ab1e funée‘in thefsteieetfeasery,“vand7e
(d);”éhoﬁld"aii ether‘sduréesebf:fevenue}be iﬁéufficient
the preceeds of an annual State tax ad valorem on- all taxable
 rea1 and personal property, to be assessed levied and |
' izc:ellec:’t.ed as hereinafter provided“ are you aware, sir,
‘that those two provis:ens are general standards in all
bond acts? ‘,_f_ﬂ},,d,w L .;’. e
A | MR, RICHARDSON°; I am perfectly aware of that |
' Senater, and it may be that they Will have to go in this
.bill to sell these bcndec, My only thomght was that this
'project will sell itself as belng a self liquidatlng
e‘preject,'and 1f we ceuld leave that provision out it would
fsave a lot of apprehension on the part of some taxpayers
| who think they are going te be hit tw1ce - to buy this :
water and also te pay taxes later 0n for any deficits,,v
SBNATOR CRANE°' Weil I’ll admit that my hackles"‘
:went up when 1 read it but I was told when I quesﬁioned
 it that. 1t was a general pfovzsion of a bond act and it
5was for the purpose of actually selling the bonds.’
MR RICHARDSON°' Yeu knew, Senatory some years ago;
for ten years as a matter of fact I Was Comnty Counsel L
»of Mlddlesex Ccunty and I had some experience with ‘bond ef'
legislatlon, and 1 know that these band lawyers would take
-your rightaeye and;your“metherﬁs_weQding ring if;they~cou1d
‘ get it.'i o | ",“ BEERE | : , |
SENA,TOR CRANEv Th’is,l‘zg‘é‘,?hearing{ on wa,ter_ﬁs_uppiy,, ‘ |
| si?;V _. | ” : o - | i", : ev o
"Tﬁefethef“;ﬁingeihei’1fdideﬁanietebﬁfing to your
. ef h5 {ref?.,“‘ o -






';atpenti@n, Mr. Richardson; ‘was that, as I understand it,
3Senate Bllls Nos, 272 and 273, which are termad companlon
'~1egislatien - 272 is tha bdnd act to appropriate the monay,v
;and 273 is uhe act Spelling eut how it is to be spent°-in»
'iethar words, you cannet spell out how to spend it without

'Vfirst appropriating it,'and therefore your questienlng

;as te the provisxdh which specifies the delayad construction’r |

~of Stony Brook, I would lika to say that that is in the"ﬁ-—f
*secend act Senate Na. 273, in paragraph u (b)._.,,.,,f."
 MR. RICHARDSON°':In_the_b@nd act?

That's the secend bill,‘ Senate

'SENATOR CRANE]ffﬁx:
*Blll ‘No. 273, which?is called the "Oﬁ“RIVeF Water Supply |
| Law W That Which you alludad to about the delayed con» .?L
ustructien 1s spelled out in paragraph u (b) -
‘ MR RICHARDSGN° 1 saw thata, But my peint Senator,
rwas this, that the county clark 13 only geing to publish |
dthe bond act as notzca of the elactzon, and thera is nothing:JZ
“in the bond act whlch would be published whzch will adv;se’u
"any taxpayer of the delayad oonstruction of Stdny Brdok._
ZWhile it's true, it is in tha other ball that cher »
f,bill is not to be. published ;T S | :: L
:' SENATOR DUMONT°' 1 Would 1ike td nota the presenca _
of Senator Wésley Lance of Hunterd@n County to my left
:who,:while he is not a membar of this Commlttee, as you :
can’ easily understand has a very deep 1ntereat in thesa f
bills, particularly in tha Spruce Run prajecte
M ‘Senator Lance, have you any questiens?
SENATOR LANCE« ngj_s.im | |
, v e }‘&674 ’






: SENATOR DUMONT» Are there any other questzons to be.
i_asked of the witness? SRR e

Just one moreg Mr.,Rlchardsen. ‘You éstimaté'thét IR

B  75 million gall@ns per day are belng taken thraugh ‘the -

”» De1aware and Raritan Canal ncw but of ‘the Delaware River7: 
R RICHARDSON: Yes, 1 estimate that. L
»}"; SENATOR DUMONT° _So that there are 25 million gallens
vgavailable stlll from the Deiaware Rlver for which New Jersey »~
'i;would not. have to return any by way cf compensating release~
5 15 that correct? | | W”' ;" i S _ : |
» | MR, RICHARDSON° Well I think that is already applied C
'n;.for,\Senator. I think 1t can be pretty well said that 1t
'15 practically allocated noW° 1n other wordss while W@ havev
»:oniy sold eut @f the canal seme 40 milllon gallons a. day 90; 
.Ifars there are applicatians pending for almost 40 milllon |

‘moreg and those applications in all 1ik€llh00d will be

.igranted t@ a very large extent so that we ‘can’ realiy say

;there is relatlvely little laft by way of available supply.

‘ »Q7except what would be, as you menti@ned between 75 and 100°

in @ther»wqrdsg 1t,mlght:be 25 milllen gallans.a dayrmore,7
' thét.yaﬁ:could'gét'in.the»caﬁa1 fﬁ®m the'Délawareg‘_Buﬁg |
ijof~c6urse- yOm‘ﬁavé Qot to. téké'intéféonsideratioﬁ tﬂat :
i'R@und Valley has te be filled frem the Delawareg accardzng ;Zi
to legislatione | i o | |

| | SENAIOR DUMONT°‘ Weli9 can you take physically 25 h
milllen galions per day more through the Delaware and
Rarltan Canal ‘without rehabillatlng the canal? “ o
R RICHARDSON°' Nog y@u couldn”to- ‘The banks wonvt
'” $ﬁstain,it in my Judgment,- That"° not an englneering "






statement,

SENATOR DUMONT Well, even while this additional
water has been applied foré there isn't any way of getting
it through the canal at the present time; is that correct?'

MR. RICHARDSON: vThat?s correct, Senator,

SENATOR‘LANCEx 'Senatéerumontg I Wﬁnder‘if this
 witness knows how much the State collects in revenues from
the'Delawére & Raritan<Canai per year.

MR, RICHARDSON: I have the figurassomewhéres Senator
Lance, but 1. dontt have them immediately available. I'caﬁ
say, as I said a moment ago, they are doing a little better
than breaking even, between their operating expenée and |
their income. They are making a small profit,

SENATOR DUMONT: Are there any further questions?

Here's a question by Mr, Crookés How would the two
dams be fiﬁanced-if they were constructed concurrently?
Evidently there is probably not the sale for the totalv
_amount of &éter produced by these reservoirs until some
years hence. Do you have any comment_te make aboutﬂthét?

MR, RICHARDSON: I could only say thise The present
 bill provides for a bond issue of $1h9600,0003=$99000,000
of that is to go to Spruce Run for the acquisition,
development and construction work; $5,000,000 is to go.to
Stony Brook for the acquisition of the property, It will
cost another $5,000,000 to construct the reserveir itselfl
~at Stony Brook, so that, if my suggestion finds any_merit
"with the Committee, they will have to increase the bond
issue from $1l,000,000 to ;@19900090063 in order to provide
sufficiént funds_for'the construction of both dams at the
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__water from the Stony Brook Dam under the adverse c1rcum—"“

a stance- 1f Stony Brook were the only one to be - constructed,

i a great growing company, one of the most successful water

f'companies in the State°-they now have a. monopoly of water

;positlon, a business posztion where they can move in on our ;:
;licustomersrin,New Brunswick and~take unfair advantage~ofim
'vus;. They have already taken two customers, two of our ”
:'best customers away in the last year or SO, I don't propose:

'?fcustomers except over my dead body. E

fthing that you probably g01ng to have to work out with

| the other water company, Mr. Richardson._
-,Richardson?

 bit?

'f;Spruce Run is being constructed at. the present time'is o

~ because - certaln people, including the Elizabethtown Water

'bCompany, have guaranteed to take some water from the'5v

,fSpruce Run Reserv01r. Well, I unhesitatingly state that

the Elizabethtown Water Company would take Just as much

1 am sure ‘the Elizabethtown Water Company would ‘be 1n here".i

w1th a demand for water from that source, because they are

in Union County and 1n portions of Middlesex. I mlght state

"‘right here for the benefit of the Committee that they are’a"ﬂ

"competitor of ours that I think is being put 1n an 1mproper'

to sit 1d1y by and let them walk in and take any more

SENATOR DUMONT- 1 thznk that the latter is some- Q"n “

Are there any further questions to be asked of - Mro_il
IR, CROOKS° May 1 clarify that question a little
SENATOR DUMONT" Yes, sir.

R, CROOKS: The point that I wanted to brlng out,':
Sy B
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sir, 1s that - there must be a revenue of about $7OO OOO a

year from the sale of water coming from these reservolrs,

‘>or belng respon51ble by these reservozrs, in order toz

amortlze the bond issue and to pay the interest. If ellrt;

- 80, 000,000 gallons were being produced and sold that
' would amount to about $730 000 a- year. In other words,
’ tif they are to be bu1lt 51mu1taneously, there should be

f‘assurance, 1t seems to me, that nearly all of the 80 million

gallons per day is sold before you can reasonably expect

~ that the bonds could be‘amortlzed,safely, with no way in

vwhich the'Other items'under’that‘section (c),:(d) and'(e)

1n which the taxpayers, and S0 forth would be indebted

’_to carry part of the burden.r

SENATOR DUMONT : You are not asklng a question, Mr.

Crooks, Isntt that rlght?

‘MR. CROOKS: Well, I was clarifying that point,

because I didn't think he answered my question. - In other
, erds, my question then is: Do you‘feeluthat'there is. |

'_pfeSently:or within the next two or three years the sale

:ofbneariy the 80 mlllion gallons? » _
E MR._RICHARDSON: I do, unhe51tat1ngly, feel that ‘way.
MR. CROOKS Thank you,
| SENATOR DUMONT: Senator Crane? L
SENATOR CRANE' Mr. Rlchardson, you brought up al

point that I have frequently heard in recent days, that :'

it will cost $9,000,000 to acquire and bulld,Spruce‘Run
and $5,000,000 to acquire Stony Brook, and $5;000,000 to

’COnstfuot-it'atkavlaterhdate; Where did you get those






figures, sir? : |

MR. RICHARDSON: I think I got those, Senator, out
of thekAdvisc:y‘Committée Report. 1 éouldn't"be sure,
but‘I think it is somewhere in there, * |

SENATOR CRANE: Well, just using the Whitman,
Requardt & Associates Exhibit D - I don't say this in
criticism§ I just say this in clarificaiion, sir - it says,
Mthe opinion of the Committee and ourselves‘that the State
shoﬁld now purchase the land for two on-river reéervéir
sites in the Raritan River Basin and should immediately
construct one dam and reéefvéir at Spruée Run, all at a
tQtéIFCOSt of about $9,000,000.;" Then it says that the
second dam and reservoirg Stony Brook, can be constfucted
when needed at a cost of about $5,000,000, if construction
was not unduly delayed.

I would like to point out that in Chapter 2, page 12,
of T.A.M.S., giving the statistics oﬁ those on-river basins,
the cost of such a dam at Stony Brook could ndt be that
much, nor could the two combined cost as much as $19;OO0,000,
~according to the statistics. |

| MR, RICHARDSON: _Well, that is very pleasant news,
But even if it cost $19,000,000, it's worth it, in my
judgment. » .
SENATOR DUMONT: Are there any further‘questions?
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The next witness W111 be Mr. George Fo Smith Chairman ﬂ:;
"_of the New Jersey Water Resources Advisory Commlttee, and President'
of Johnson and Johnson.» Mr. Smith,vfy_,j;» ,,t, - e 7"

'_ | G'E ORGE F. S MIT H~ M. Chairman, Senator.
Crane, Senator Lance, ladies and geotlemen°lh% Chairmangi would .v
telike to add, ,1f i can; a little clarification to the discussion f3”
_bthat just took place. o | A | ) ‘.' '“7 T

. ”y‘v ': It is true,’as Senator Crane said, that the estimated
ttoost of the acquis1tion of both sites and the building of Spruce
Run is $9 OOO OOO. It is also true that the Commlttee has proV1ded
'A  in its recommendation totalling $1u,000 OOO the other $S OOO OOO

| for the bu11ding of stony Brooko I can add that at the present
moment,_if Stony Brook were built now at the present°day cost,.;” ff
‘1the expense of that reservoir would be closer to $h,000 OOO, and
what we have tried to do is to provide adequate reserves to take f.

””care of all the contingencies thenamay be in the future and the

}.possibility there may be delays,: In addition to some rather

yliberal estimates we've made, We have in the $1h,000 OOO propo%;d bond1
Bsue a substantial contingency reserve to avoid any unpleasant |
‘headaches that may come from delay or other causes° | :
) _ " I'd 11ke also to comment in response to the young mahvrl
’tas to the potability of the water that might be in the Round Valley
A Reservoir. Others can speak with more authority than 1 but I
"Vthink you w111 find in talking to the engineers that the Water
: yfrom Round Valley Reservoir will not be potable, that it will have
| 'oto be treated just as would water from Spruce Run oo Stony Brook e
:‘?'for drlnking or Sueh purposes.e‘ofcly'i | | |






Flnally, for a little further clariflcatlon, while

r"the Committee feels very strongly that we ‘as citlzens are:[
7ofortunate that the Leglslature has moved to acqulre Round

: Valley and we believe very strongly that Round Valley in.

the future will be a very 1mportant part of . the resources _t‘

:5of thls State, as it stands now there 1s, of course, a-
' question about how long 1t Wlll be before Delaware River water'°

':1s avallable., Obviously, 1t 1s not going to be early,,;,

Now, on the question you raised, sir, about the costs‘*

At the present-day costs, 1t would requzre $33,000 OOO to

'_build the Round Valley Reservolr, to construct 13 u miles

_"to Frenchtown, which 1s the connection p01nt that we V1sualize,-

and the initlal 2&0 000 OOO gallons a day pumping stationgvt"*"

That 1s the first stage - which would provide. 120 million::y>
ul»gallons a day, that 1s, if and when the present study of . the

Unlted States-Corps»of Army~Eng;neers is completed,;if_and-when“

we get Supreme Court approval andflf'and wneane'can get.agre¢;‘

a'ment between the statesoa

Let me re-emphasize that we belleve very strongly o

'nathis is a. very valuable prOJect but not one that 18 1mmediately“
'A%:avallable ‘and is not now or ever will be, in the present plans,

"a source of potable water without subsequent treatment,a

One other polnt that mlght be interesting is that

nr-_because of the fact that Round Valley Reserv01r Water Will
"‘have to be pumped an estimated cest of that Water wculd be :
R ‘$55 00 a mllllqn gallons aga1n$.the $25 OO a mlllion gallons

"-that 1s contemplated for the Committee?s recommendation°

‘The support the Committee has had of its recemmendations






throughout the State has been encouraging° One of the things that
we have all experienced in this thing called public service is
that there are well-meaning and frequently very helpful opponents

and we welcome that sort of inquiry into our determination. ltﬁ

':'is nonetheless encouraging to have what appears to be wide-'

‘spread support.» It is especzally pleasing that the Somerset

County and the Middlesex County Planning Boards have gone on record
in favor of ‘the proposals.' I call your attention to the fact that
this 1s particularly significant because these counties have
ApreV1ously opposed the exporting of water from the Valley because‘

. the assuring of first fulfilling the local needs was lacking.

-,The Committee's plan provides for Raritan Valley needs and at the

same time helps toward meeting the needs of northeastern New Jersey.

In fact the only opposition of which I know comes from
somerof the people in the Princeton-Pennington area,: Again let |
me say that I don!t object to the opp031t10n° I am particularly
pleased that my friend Senator O'Mara is involved, because 1 am
}sure,,through the discussions that will take place, ‘we will
arrive at a sound solution that will be advantageous not only to ,
1_rthe area but to the rest of the State° But, as I say, the only
opposition which 1 know is from that area. I believe that this'
: opp031tion is primarily because of~a 1lack of understanding° Myf'
associates and I will be. very glad to answer the questions that-e
will be raised either today or in a subsequent meeting. -

Now, anticipating some of the questions, a few of which

have come to my notice, and those Wthh l think would be

. particularly important let mevsummarize in this waye»vﬁ

We believe that first conszderation must and W1ll be
'.given to. the present and the future needs of the municipalities
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in'that'area;_ We are privately tsld that theughtful people in

these communlties are worrled about impendlng Water shertageso

’Mereover, a person frem that area who sheuld know teld me that

a top grade 1ndustr1a1 concern purchased hOO acres ef land ino
that section and then dec1ded not to proceed With the proposed
plant because there was no assurance of an adequate water supply.

There has been speculat;on that roads 1n the reserveir

"w.area would be summarlly cut off and no alternatlves prov1ded.,;n

Thls, of course, weuld be rldiculous and in faCt, Our :“,,-_u:

reservoir cest estimates include provision for causeways or

}brldges to maintain all principal roadsa

It has been said that in summertime the reservo1rs

' weuld become "mud flats., The fact 1s that the average
“max1mum fall in the reservoir water 1eve1 would be u te S feet°

'Only in tlmes of extreme drought weuld ‘the drep be materially

greater than that. In these c1rcumstances, of course,'river
beds and streams alse weuld be at low- levelso . | |

Perhaps the most dlsturbzng allegatian that has ceme :"

‘to me as an 1ndustrialist ie ‘that thls plan, the Cemmlttee?s

plan, is primarily for the beneflt of industryof They see

fsemething.susplclous,~these peaple who make this allegatien,}'yu

in. the fact that much of the funds supporting eur work has

'3come frem industry° ln respect to the latter, I shall say

‘only that we should be grateful tc 1ndustria1 concerns that

have been a maJor source of support for almest every com- ];}

':munity need frem hespitals and ether instltutions t‘ taxes
jforveur schools. The public spirit ef the modern cqrpgpm«""'

- ation is too well known to need any elaberation frem meof-ie
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As to the charge of selfish interest by industrial
concerns, let me éay that it has been inspiringrta me to
receive.contfibutions from companies who can-get 1ittle or no
beﬁefit from this or the forthccming projects, except the
satiéfaction‘of discharging their obligations to the public
at large, | |

.' Let me say here for the record that Johnson & Johnsoﬁ
has no water shortage and anticipates none, Our needs are
fully covered by a long-term contract for Delaware and Raritan
Canal Qater and through arrangements with the municipalities in
which bur plants are located, We expect no direct benefiis from
the present plan nor from the further projecfs that the Com-=
mittee has under underway. Strange as it may seem to sorri@9
there are people crazy enough to work without thought of personal
gain and solely for the good of their municipalities9 their
counties and their State, The New Jersey Water Resources
Advisory Committee consists of such men,

As you know, the Committee includes representatives
of industry, labor, agriculture, and fish and game, When we
first were appointed by Commisslioner McLean, we discavered‘
that the Department had no budget for the work of the Committee,
I thought then, probably a little Optimiﬁticallyéw I offered
to raise the money from private sources, and it may interest
vou géntlemen, and the people who are gathered here, to know
that we have received over $50,000, and no contribution has
been greater than $5,000, Those contributions have come
from a wide range of people, including the AFL=-CIO, for
example, but 1éfge1§9 as I said before, from industry.
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~ tion for years shorter. than for that periodo,v,

The Comm1ttee has studied onmrlver and underground water

‘fsourcesop Onurxver studies have been focused on the Rarztan Valleys
EIthe largest undeveloped water resource convenlent to the areas of“'
'greatest meed namely, the Rarltan V’alleym and the northeastern .

‘pnmetropolitan counties. Northeast New Jersey 13 now approaching

-the max;mum of its available water resourcesa

It is an unfortunate fact that underground Water

.iresources, the engineers use the term "ground water?, will require

years of studies, test wells and observatlon wells to devise a

:'practical plan to develop them and to protect them. There appears"

~to be no way to find the necessany facts in a short space of timea.af

MOreover, the ground-water sources are abundant in the southern

and~southeastern‘parts-of the State but not of-equalvsignlficance

,in the central and northern parts of New Jerseyo The Commlttee,
- is study1ng what can be done to accelerate the groundwwater

"aprogram, and will report on this later in the yeare

Fortunately there have been a great many studies of

surface water resources and these potential water opportunit1es'

. are relatlvely easy to evaluateov Further, ‘they provide a quick

and proven opportunity for addltional water supplieso:.’

' The flrst Report of Committee recommending Spruce Run o

'and Stony Brook Reservoirs on Raritan tnlbutarles will prov:de
’isufficiant additional water to meet the apparent needs of centrall
and northeastern New Jersey for 7 to 10 years at the present Faterlc
tvof growthon And let us keep in our mlnd that all of these pro~'
1Jections have found to be wantlng, that almost invariably what

_appeans to be a 7 to 10 year protection, proves to be a protec~f
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As a mattervof fact, the Committee's next report which
‘we expect to present in six months, will identify additional
hreservoirs in the Raritan Valley capable of providing further
jwater supplies to meet the needs until 1975 on the basis of the
‘present growth. pattern._f‘»'“ R | | ' |

In additlon to a supply of 80 000, OOO gallons a day

o for sale, the. Spruce Run and Stony Brook Reservoirs w111 increase; _j7

the guaranteed minimum flow at the confluence of the Raritan and »
L M1llstone Rivers from uS,OOO OOO gallons a day to lOO OOO 000
'gallons a day, and let me say parenthetically, as Mr. Richardson
fbknows, that while we say hS,OOO 000 gallons a. day as the present
t'mznimum, that applied in 1930 for example, actually on some days p
f it was - as 1ow as 5, 000 OOO a day, | ) | | -
The recommended project ls.self-supporting and self~,:"
7liquidatinge» It has been the concept of the Commlttee from the'nf
- beginning that this should not be a burden upon the taxpayer,
| that‘it ‘should, in fact, be self»supporting and self liquidatlng,f_
and lt is with conservatism, I believe,vestimated to be so, even
at the suggested low price of $25 per million gallonso After allp
slthe bonds on the two reservoirs are retired, the State W111 enjoy“:
a clear proflt on these two reservoirs of $700,000 a yearop :
The new water supplies would be paid for only by those' 
who use the water.' There Would be no cost to any one who did
not use the water., | | o | » |
7 The Department of Conservatlon and Economic Development,
should admlnlster this pFOJBCta “And thisvseems.sensible because ‘
‘it.nowsfadministers the Delaware end'RarltannCanel,pit.hasla
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staff'and'the'experience, and one'dividend~ln‘this project is

f‘the fact that it is possible to transfer water from the Mill-
- stone and from the Rarltan to the Delaware and Raritan Canal

at that ‘point,

It is our firm bellef that the munic1palitles and theﬂli

| “’1ndustries in the 1mmediate vicinlty of the reservoirs should_
have prlor rights. Speclflcally we believe that they should be -
]vgzven the first opportunity to contract for their present and.

~their future needs, and I feel sure that Commissioner McLean .

_ has the same polnt of view. Beyond this, of course,_all ‘the

people along the 59 miles of the Millstone and the South Branch

vdownstream from the reservoirs, will have first access to the

'*increased flow.‘

First consideration, of course, must be given to L
potable needs. Agrlcultural and 1ndustria1 requirements .

must follow, but fortunately, if we do not procrastlnate,

. there will be enough for all.

| Thank you. very much
SENATOR DUMONTo Are there any questzons of: Mr. Smith?
Se"a*““‘ Otarar

EX SPNATOR'O'MARA°' 1 would, of course, llke to

vreserve the right to submit questions to Mro Smtth at a

’future time but I would llke to submlt thlS one questiono”

It was addressed to Mre Richardson but he d1d not have the

VFinformation avallable. Perhaps Mr. Smlth haso

SENATOR DUMONT° Mr, Smith, ‘do you know how much
revenue the Delaware and Raritan Canal produces? : |
MR, SMITH: No, I do not know. The Department of
o R léo'rv P o )






Conservation and Economic Developmént administers that project
and I am sure that others who will follow can give you that
precise information. , |

SENATOR‘LANCE:A Is it corféct that the answer is
about $IO0,000 a yeér?

MR. SMITH: Ihdon’t,recall,FSenétbr. v |

~ SENATOR DUMONT: I have some questioﬁs here from Mrs.

Hughey, Mr. Smith. How do you expléih‘or recdncile'ihe |
language on pages 3 and L of your Cbmmitiee*s Report with
your statements:today’on the cost of fhe.reéerVOir projects?

MR, SMITHé I don't know what she is talking about
particulafly, but= the last paragraph? ‘ _
SENATOR DUMONT: - Mrs. Hughey, woufﬁ you care  to
| elaborate on that a moment? : | | | _

MRS. HUGHEY: There seem to be so many contradictions
on tﬁ@ cost. On page 3, I read, "The C@mmit@ee recommends
that $14,000,000 be authorized fdr'the ﬁﬁrchasé of two
reservoir sitesﬂ'aﬁ-ﬁpruce Run and Stony’Bréoke” That wouldv,
seem to indicate that the $11,000,000 is to be authorized
purely for the purchase.. Then it says, ai the bottom of
page 3 and on the next pages "The sale of bond@ required
for constructiom of the Stony Brook Reservoir should be
delayed until the funds are needed." |

~ Further down the page it says, "How should the

initiai $1.,000,000 be provided?®  So it would seem that
the cost of the reservoir at Stony Brook would not be
, 1n¢1uded in the $1l,000,000 from the inference of thi$
language here,
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MR. SMITH@ I thought this was what thé"‘y‘oﬁng "1'a.dy,
Qas referrlng to, because this has been a’ source of annoyance
‘to me., As everyone knows who has had anyth1ng to dc with
prlnted material there are errors that creep in° This 1s
| ‘the only one of 51gn1ficance that 1 know of° The $lu,000 OOO
1eas 1 said before and as is emphas1zed elsewhere 1n the
’Report is for the cost of the two reservoirs and the two -
‘reservoir sites. And this is an error,v - s o
- MRS HUGHEY°‘ Thank you. Perhaps that also clears up
the confusxon of the gentleman who preceded you,: | |
- - SENATOR DUMONT°. Ilm sorry - actually, Mrs° Hughey
lhadrwrltten out these quotatlons on here, but I thought
'vthat was another questlonnf But~she hasvexplained it byv:
vclarifylng furthere G o ‘ | | S :
MR SMITHE' In all places in the report except this
particular paragraph the facts are given correctlyoa»:
MRS HUGHBY°\ May I ask or suggest then, that an
errata sheet be provided for people who have this report?"
MR. SMITH: = We shall do so. EAE
SENATOR UUMONT° Any questlons? Senator Lance?
SENATOR.LANCB°- This is not my questlon but someoner
' passed 1t up. 3 _ o h_ o '_ ’z
o SENATOR DUMONT° HThe question is directed to you, | |
Mr. Smith, Who is asklngfthlsbquestlonrf. Mr;»Anthonyv’:"’
Hauck? e e o
. MR;vHAUCK; Yes; sir. P
SENATOR DUMONT: (Reading) Isntt it true that
.'there are now- large industrles along the Rarltan taking
water from the rlver by rlparian rights that w111 be helped /
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, by fhe planuaﬁd'whérwill reéeiVebﬁoferwater free;fe:e
partlcularly in dry times? -

v MRo SMITH° : Well,‘it could be, althouah I flnd
fﬂmyself agreelng with Mr, R1chardson that while the law
: does not now so prov1de, 1 believe that the Legislature é
.‘should give consideratlon to a charge for the improvement.e

:that w111 take place in the river or in the streamo There,
E may be such but that does not happen to include my
cempanyo o o i S , e

o SENAiOR'DUMQNT:. fAnything'fﬁrthef; Mf;}Haﬁck?‘;;"
MR; HAUCKevi N¢, ‘Thank youo | | ' j i
' ’SENATOR DUMONT° Here is another one, Mr. Smlth" |
fHow many miles of road how many bridges, and the;_
'v. total cost. allowed for thls part of the project are

: lncluded in the f1gure ef $1u9000 OOO? | B o

| MR SMITH°: One thlng that puzzles me is the .v“
' fallure on the part of so many We11~meaning people’ to
reallze that the preC1se outline of each reservoir can%
v.not be determlned until after the six months of englneerlng |
»,:that w;ll precede.constg&ct;enn, The cost estimates are, |
: we”.fr,h-irhk’, eliberél , but what the line will be, what the
veost’will be, what the'property taking‘wi11 be9 and :
‘what the roads Will be meSt»awaiflthoée'engineefinée>e,
~determinations., We have made, we think, liberal |
allowance for the utmosto ‘ v ' »'»
SENATOR DUMON‘T° By "llberal " ‘do ym; care to |
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MR, SMITH: No, I don't recallo | -

SENATOR bUMONT° Who asked that questlon? Willfyou
give me your name please? | » ‘

MRo LAMB:  Mro Lamb of Prmceton°

SENATOR DUMONT° Mr. Lamb do you want to ask anything .
further? | | 7 o | |
| MR, LAMBo' I~bé11éﬁe~Mp6 Smith made. a-specific.
statement 1n his test1mony abcut allowance being. made for -
~the- hlghway problemo . »p o v |
MR, SMITH: Th€F€‘18 a flgure and I don't recall 1t°

Let. me remind you agaln that we have in various. parts of our

-estimate reserves and then on top of that we have a.: contlngency B

‘reserve to take care of unexpected thingse As a matter cf-
- fact, the questlon of what roads will be replaced with
,causeways or brldges w1n.be determ 1ned in cooperatlon W1th
the mun1c1pal and the county englneers, as well as the State
nghway Department. _ | _ »
SENATOR DUMONT° You can reserve the right -Mr, Lamb":
to ask addltlenal questions later ono It may be that the
engineerlngvtest1mony will help to answer your questions, f“
| Anything else7 | | »b | p

Mr° Smith, you mentloned that the cost. would be_
approx1mately $33 000, OOO, as I recall it, to construct the’-
Round Valley Reservoir~and.dam and to construct aIstafpipel
line or’tunnel from approximately'é where is it, Frenchtown?

MR. SMITH: Yes = 13.h4= . | .

SENATOR DUMONT: And pumping station.

MR, SMITH: :fhatlgirightg p -”
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- SENATOR DUMCNT: Now, did you get into any estimate
of the cost to New Jerséys bearing in mind the 30 per cent
present restriction in the 1égislation of 1953, that is,
that New Jersey could not get more than 30 per cent of the
total water supplied by the Wallpack Bend Dam if it paid up
té 30 per cent of the cosi? Did‘y@u get into any estiﬁate
of the figures that an on=-river dam in the Delaware would
cosﬁ New Jersey? ' |

MR, SMITH: Thanks for reminding me, Mr, Chairman,
of the fact that I failed to make reference to the point
you are now raising. In our report we‘sayg Win addition,
the State would have té-pay its share of the cost of a
reservoir on the Delaware to pr@vide compensating water,"
and 1 believe that Mr. Shasklin or other engineers can give
you the figure you are asking for.

 SENATOR DUMONT: Thank you, Senator Lance?.

SENATOR LANCEgF Mr., Smith, I would liké to see if
I can get the correct breakdown on the cost of the two
reservoirs both as to land and canstructiono Now, on
Spruce Run, what would the land cost?

MR, SMITH: My recollection of the cost of the land
was in the neighborhood of $2,000,000,

SENATOR LANCE: And what was the construction?

MR, SMITH: It was estimated to‘beg as I recall it,
$l1,000,000.

- SENATOR LANCE: Now, on the Stdny Brook proposal,
what would be the cost of acquisition 6f land?

MR, SMITH: As I recall, the figure is two million
eight. |
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SENATOR LANCE: And would would it cost bo build

Stony Brook?
MR, SMITH: Well, I'm talking off-the-cuff here,

I've said twd and four and six, and I've said two-eight.
That'é about right - two-eight. That allows; using those
figures, for $5;200,000 for the reservoir, which, I remind you,
is higher than it would cost to}build it today, anticipating_
increases in construction cost..

SENATOR LANCE: It would cost two million eight to
acquire Stony Brook, and whg€7%€ cost to build it? |

MR. SMITH: Taking $1l,000,000 - if it costs. today
'$A,OO0,000, we are providing $5,000,000 in our figures.,

SENATOR LANCE: Now, one more question, Mr, Smith:
If the present 1egiSlation were amended to permit Round Valley
to use Raritan River waters as thebsource, would your Cbmmitﬁee
still advocate the Sprucé Run pro ject? |

MR, SMITH: We have, Senator Lance, in our Report =
I think you will find it on page 21 = a plan for a limited
use of Round Valley Reservoir with Raritan River
water. I would rather have the engineers answer your qﬁestion
but it's my iﬁpression that the capacity of the Round Valley
Reservoir could not be used, uiilized or available to the
full with Raritan River water alone, that Delaware River
water would have to be used to have the maximum use of it.

| SENATOR LANCE: What do your engineers estimate

that you could take out of the Raritan for Rouﬁd Valley,

assumiﬁg the Spruce Run Reservoir were a fact? I am talking

Megod!s now,
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MR, SMiTH: I don't find it offhand, Senator Lance, but
my recollection is there could be 4O to 50 million gailons a day
‘yieldr this is subject to a look later at the facts = without
interfering with the capacity of Spruce Run, which, of course,
would be directly affected or the streams or rivers below.
That; incidentally, is what we characterize as'Stage:A as to
this figure and would represent a cos£ of $21,000,000 to do
that. That again is because of the pipe-line requirement.
‘SENATOR DUMONT: Did you study the possibility of using
the Ken Lockwood Gorge in Hunterdon County as an alternate to
Spruce Run? : »
MR. SMITH: I don't recall, Mr. Chairman. We studied
$0 many reservoirs, i don't recall that particular one,
There are; after all, a limited number of reservoir sites and
there are four obviously desirable ones,
Senator Crane?
SENATOR CRANE: I would just like to say one thing,
Senator Dumont, We have some pedple here who are not
offering éxpert testimony but whose testimony is of value,
as you see, but we do have available the engineers who
‘served the Water Resources Advisory Committee, and I think
that rather than asking these complex questions‘of some of
the witnesses, the right be reserved to ask them directly
of the engineers because they can perhaps express them more
succiﬁctlye That's Mr. Roy H. Ritter, who is a pariner of
Whitman, Requardt & Associates of Baltimoreg.and Mr. Jack
Graham, who is a partner of Leggette, Brashears & Graham,
New York. So I think it might be a iittle bit more helpful

to the hearing.
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SENATOR DUMONT: I thinkg too, that we Womld;be remiss
‘here, Mr, Smith, if, regardless of the fact, of course, that
there is Oppositioﬁ to the plan as outlihed in the proposal
of your Committee, We did not comment on the work you have
done, I think I can safely say that we apﬁreciate the
diligence and the capacities and all the time and effort that
vour Committee has put into this wgrk'as a service to the
State and to the counties and municiﬁalities involved, Whether
there is agreement with the report or not is beside the pdint;
At least you have done all this work and I think we should
express our gratitude te you and to the other members_ef
your Committee‘for having done this, ‘ _

MR, SMITHg Thank you very much, I shall see that
they are informed, Mr. Chairman.

SENATOR DUMONT: It is now one-o'clock., I would 1ike,
too, to hear from ﬁhese engineers, but I am not sure that we
could confine the questions to a réasanabie length of time,

It might be well ify, at this point, we recess until two
otclock for lunch,

1 would submit that here we don't allow any longer
than an hour for lunch, so you will have to be back by two
o"clock if you want to ask the engineers any questionsgvof
anyone else any questions,

Thankvyou very much,

(RECES S)
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| (AFTHRNOON SESSION) | _

) SENATOR’DUMONT: Before we get.underway here
‘I have had,a.request.from the‘folks-in the galléry
pthat soﬁetimes they don't hear the witnesses andf
they don't hear Senator Crane nor me, We were
-guilty of not enunciating as clearly as we . should |
.have, S0 wWe will try to correct that, all of us,

this afternoon. If you have any trouble, just raise
your hands up there and we will try to be .a 1itt1e
’iclearer in what we have to say here,

"~ Now, before we get underway with any witnesses f":
FI have a. statement here from Arthur S Meredith of
Somerset-County, whc is the DemocraticeCandidate for
?Assemblyman from Somerville .who is generally in
'favor of the plan outllned and I have promised him
,that we would make his statement a part of the record
| He was here this ‘morning and was not able to stay

' for this afternoon's session. ~His statement will be -

- made a part of the record of these proceedings. ' )

I also have here a letter from the President

5‘of Princeton University, Dr. Dodds, which I will read

" ‘and we will make 1t a part of the official récord;
.“"Dear Senator Dumont-ﬂs '

. : In the deliberations on the Stony Brook reservoir
-upon whié¢h you and your colleagues are about to embark,

1t may be appropriate to acquaint you with the positlon
of Princeton University on this matter.; el






: The’University is a property owner in the
- area to be affected by the proposed reservoir. The

'.;,,University Trustees and administration carry a heavy
- responsibility to maintain alert custodianship of all

~assets entrusted to the institution, not only a
‘responsibility to the.donors who gave but also to

the generations of future beneficiaries -- the coming
generations to be educated here and to carry on the
quest for new knowledge here, Nevertheless, the

- University will not interpose its property interest
~between the State of New Jersey and a proper step

"'ftoward a solution of the State's water problems, if -
. further investigation proves that the proposed dam
-~ on Stony Brook is sound.

It is our judgment that further investigation_
18 needed before a reasoned decision can be reached.
The information made public to date by the New Jersey
Water Resources Advisory Committee is insufficient for
sound determinations on a proposal of such magnitude and -
~of such far-reaching consequencesu .

Princeton University requests the State of New
“Jersey to obtain fuller information as to true land
~values in the affected area, a more precige contour
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