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Defendant/Appellant -Tffie Mayor and Council of the

Borough of Carteret, et al

URBAN LEAGUE OF GREATER HEW
BRUNSWICK, et al.

Plaintiff-Appellee,

va.

THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE
BOROUGH OF CARTERET, et al

De f«mdaat-Appellant,

SUPERIOR COURT OF HEW JERSEY
CHANCERY DIVISION:MIDDLESEX COUNTp
DOCKET HO. C-4122-73

CIVIL ACTIOH
ORDER

The within matter coming on to be heard on Hotice of Motion

filed la this matter by all defendants, except the Township of

Monroe, and counsel for all parties having been heard, and the

Court having considered the arguments of all counsel and for good

cause shown,

IT IS THEREFORE, on tflia / / day of January, 1975 ORDERED

that severance la hereby denied as to general or initial proofs

and defenses thereto coramon to all municipal defendants; Severance

is Granted as to those proofs and defenses thereto that are peculi*

to each municipal defendant.

A single trial on general proofs and defenses thereto will



'. i * '

be hetlg. ajadu all parties hereto will participate on matters const

to each4|ther such as, but not limited to •*

^Qualifying Individual plaintiffs.
s||?roofthafc individual plaintiffs have striven and

failed to, seci||̂  adequate housing within Middlesex County or wit

the tb$ twenty-three municipalities.

c. General!proofs as. to housing needs; housing needs in

particular categories; housing needs in the low income bracket o:

moderate income bracket housing needs.

At the completion of the aforesaid trial of general or

initial proof* and defena^ihereto, then if required, the indivi

trials on issues peculiar t* *aCh municipal defendant will procee

on issues such as but not limited to:

a. Proofs that in a fflUHcipaiity fifty per cent of the

vacant and undeveloped land was a*aetj f o r single family one-acre

lots or with same large minimum flo^- requirements.

b. Proofs as to validity of \ e Zoning Ordinance of a
\

Municipality. \

Each municipal defendant* if requ\e<|f would then enter

its defenses to the proofs peculiar to it, hereby avoiding haxdshi

inconvenience* unjustifiable expenses and basic unfairness in havir

all aunicipal defendants sitting in and present during submission

of proofs or defenses peculiar to each municipality.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED if the taking of depositions is

required, counsel requesting depositions shall notify opposing

counsel whether deposition would go to laatters of general applica-

tion to all of the municipal defendants or whether the depositions



would be limited to proofs involving one separate municipality.

If the depositions concern matters of general application to all

municipal defendants, then counsel shall notify all other municipa

defendants, affording each an opportunity to participate. In the

event the depositions are to be limited to proofs involving one

municipal defendant, then in such case, counsel shall only be

required to notice that municipal defendant.

b.
DAVID D. FUKMAH, J.S.C


