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SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
 CHANCERY DIVISION - MIDDLESEX COUNTY
~ DOCKET No. C-4122-73

URBAN LEAGUE OF GREATER - T
NEW BRUNSWICK, et al.
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Plalntlffs,

v. ‘ i ~ Civil Action

[ 1]

THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF SUPPLEMENTAL INTERROGATORIES
THE BOROUGH OF CARTERET, i -
et al. ‘

L1

9

Defendants

TO: Martin A. Spritzef, Esq.
414 Main Street
Metuchen, New Jersey 08840
DEMAND is hereby maée of the defendant BOROUGH OF
METUCHEN for Certified Answers to the following suppleméntai
“interrogatories within the time prescribed by the Rules of
this Court. | |
1. Please list each of the zéning ordinance,provisions
~and landyuée,practices admitted in the Request for Admissions
answered by you on June 9, 1975 which yéu contend are justified

by peculiar circumstances.
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~ Sée Rider Attached

52; Please state for each such erdlnance prevxsxcn

or practlce llsted in response to Interrogatory #l above,'

a summary of the pecullar clrcumstances, 1ncludrng the

facts Whlch support 1t.

‘he facts justifying the ‘above zonlng prov131on, or what plalntlff terms
reculiar- c1rcumstances, are fully set forth in defendant's Statement of Facts
ontained in its Brief on motion for summary judgment. As for each provision
thich plaintiff attacks, see Pages 23 through 32 of said Brief, in which each
yrovision is treated separately. De fendant hereby incorporates all the facts
'ontalned in sald Brief as part of answer to Interrogatory 2

3.. Please state every other defense that you
lntend to raise at tr1a1 1n response to the allegatlcns of

the complalnt.

fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Elghth Ninth, Tenth Eleventh Twelfth Thlrteenth
courteenth Flfteenth and Elghteenth

4. For each such defense listed in response to

Interrogatory,#3 above, provide a summarylbf'the facts supporting
| it. | | -

Fhe summary of facts supporting each defense have been set forth either in the
Answer or in the Statement of Facts and Argument contained in defendant's
Brief heretofore mentioned. In respect to the Public Housing- Authority,
lefendant further sets up the fact that there is no statute or court decision
requiring Metuchen to,establish a Public Houslng Authority. :
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5. 1f*Ybu plangt0~rely~cn”anY‘ﬁéciSiﬁn or action

‘°taken~by,any"QQVérnmentjoffiCial,,agent@

representative or

employee ofjtheldefendaﬁt,-County of“MiddieseX,;or State'eff'

‘3Néw~Jerseywregarding;the defénsesklisted

. particularity:

&bOVe} set forth with

(a) each and every such;offiCiél decision or

~ action upon which defendant will rely:

jQuestionfis;unclear and”is not understood'byfthe défendat.

(b)"ﬁthe’namefand‘position-of‘each;government

rofficial, agent, representative or~employee

(c) a description of anY‘dccumént or writing “support-

ing such decision or action.




6;1 Please glve the name and address of each expert

‘w1tness whose testlmony w1ll be relled upon 1n preparatlmn
of the defenses llsted in Interrogatorles 1-3 abave.ee -

‘Defendant ‘may rely upon the following experts"'e
A. Isadore Candeub, 11 Hill Street, Newark, N.J. Planning Board Consultant
B. W. Franklin Buchanan, 495 Main Street Metuchen, N.,J. Borough Engineer.

C. George Terw1lllger Jr., 351 Main Street ‘Metuchen, N,J., Bu1ld1ng
' Inspector.

D. Walter K. Timpson, 577 Mlddlesex Ayenue khtuchen, N Jo Borough Assessor

T. Please prov1de a summary of any wrltﬁen reports
prepa:ed.for use at,trlal of any expert uponywhose testimony
defendant will rely at the time of trial, including a state-
;ment of where a copy of such a repcrt can be obtained and 1ts

cost.

There have been no written reports but same will be provided prlor

to trial if they ae made. Please note affidavits of George Temilliger, Jr.
and W. Franklin Buchanan submitted w1th defendant's Brief, and ypon
-which defendant may rely.

8. If no written reports have been received, give
the time, date and place of any interviews or oral discussions

with experts and set forth a summary of such discussions.

There have been no interviews or oral discussions at this date, although
attorney for defendant has become familiar over the various years with
the opinions and expertise of the above experts. If there are sPec1f1c
dlSCHSSlonS, summaries will be forwarded prior to trlal




