~CA - Onlwoon @Magizon wrgg\ 1/25]75

é P@—W onLrfs oy f(‘ IOH\CPS

By =

CAOCOIT (| |



,fRQ;“oran,
‘?S Lay Scho l s L R
Hew Jer”ej S 07102

New Bruns Wle;:NeW Jé_ 

: , fo ‘*ﬁsq; ,"$,  g 
: 3{3@ Pa* ».‘ AVQRL’J*-*} E}tn FlOO?’ i g
 £pW4YQ+5, New Yefx 10822“”

': 3€:[ Oakwaud at Madls

o

o
&
R Ay

1
S
wheg

A e
e SR
0
o)

4

ANt R

s

ol

A 89/81 75 ( 
o The Sumrgve Caur+ as ordered reargument in the akavs
_jcasa and has talwaulfmiv scheduled it for October 20 ox 21,
sj19;5,,u lou are each requmsLed‘toﬁfilefshp?lemantary[briafs
(simult aueoﬂsly} on or begcre,OCtOberf?,as to the followin
TDOwnbs : a : : : e : S :
X & cip ity zons
easonably regq a3 an
he O3 = - satis—
and moderate income pzonle
ssary that separa: stimates
S as Gistinguish b
- :

e
s :
LY

e
e




4.

OQDOILHWLLV LQf aagquate

dogs a hdﬁlCWD“llLy

- of median income behlﬂa
land costs?“ Durlng snch a

:3
lﬂCOu\ hous g‘ ha
Mg 1n the rave of ¢

IlSe in construction and
tha muqlClUQllLY COn

Jtlnuﬁlly revise thO'zoqlnm orglnance to redu Lne 5126 ana

~51nc*ease’thﬁrdep
- commodas e such lag7

5.‘ Can & dave?on1n5‘mupvcvpaWLty,'Tn the llg“b £

hm QVldance 1n this

“4th7ty“ for adequate

T{r831dehbial9

G 6. In vle& 0; tha
;Of pqwlwc\sLb57d14at on of
zoning regula%lans ‘be such

'7 pr1vatc1y,ﬂ

be fort hcomlng° <

7.ﬂ Are “dLnSlty bonus“ DYOVlSlOnS 1n zonlng orclnaAc,  V*f

ments, .not maﬂaabe& by hea
1n 5&LI7Clenth lar arenb za

s "affirmatively afford the opwar~
Wow and modsrate 1nc0uu,%ous"
fcpau:el, 67 W u. ‘at l?ﬂ) short of ellmlnablﬁg all plnﬂmup
~ bulk, size or GQnSlLy Levulr
ihgtgtutes or “equla

ok

Valvd as. agalnsu,eXLStlng zoning law or the gﬂnaral police

powe auLhQrWLy of ﬂunlc1oalltles (i. e.,relakah1c 1 of re~L**e~'*“

’;psntq as. te maximun uﬁlts Dor acLe oxr percentage of loc Eor
,*bu11d*ng, in return for agreomcn; by bul?de* to reng so“e

nltu ag low rental ratea)?

Are the 1910 1973 flg“” ’ln~th€ :eccra,
ulpaﬂle,fgk 1973 and DeﬁOﬂdj : e ’ el

absence of assurance of any degres
prgvately built hsu51ng,,&?st,tb ;

as to permit a develaper, operat
\ulld hOUbng o; a character which will both
- meet normal pro;*t incentives and be azioraamle by low an*

‘moderate income renters and puxchasers? Or is.a municips
~entitled to assus me that a glv”ﬁ qegree OL subsxdlza ion W'

8., Wnatzﬂthar valwd zonlng daVlCQS are awallao?e to

~'€1C00¢ag0 COTSyIﬂCthﬂ OT

9. fin OVder tc aL&lrmatlvely Drov1d9~low and.mo
';“nco“v homs;no ‘nay ‘the zoning or rdinance set a2s5ide resid
zones in whlcn, for. purnosea of s;nglo—faﬂlly hnaLLaCﬁaﬂ

lcw ah@ moderate 1ncom poualbs°

Ao
a2
=
=

Fa

ari

“houses, maximum 1ot widths, are fixed (e.g. 25 feet, 30 faet :

40 Loat)

; ~10;ﬁr1n seeglng t@ ewcourag lowe? 50401 ng COSﬁa tQ 
~accommodate low income pu
*wmun’ﬂvoalvuy reso3vo Chv d;lewua
~generally requlke more bad

~which in tur rn increases. »ha €95

”? unit5?,

‘which min
;Q_flxed fo _nulbl'unlu hou51nv?

%Y
o

waﬁ“law‘lr an LaﬂYIL 5
: iy

WVL,~J~f
dons1ty units pﬂr acLe may oy
g 13 or 20), :

i o
rente:s,~now,aoan

e




11 : ff LhO  ourt aFEerQ Lhef‘

trial COLYt@thQL thu, wnuﬂkwp_as amended, sti
affirmatively provid leguately for low and ate
hanrin", ‘how SDQCJLi iE he Court be as to the te
o naﬂfg which vf v Mb. Laurel? Do ‘the. in
on - Lo a final determi 6

ln tha dmuaxulﬂdthQ‘Of;tﬁ

;";In connection with the 1at
‘be sevv1ceamie for the Cou?*fto apmo;pg¢j

,’LCOHSHAt with the mun*chmallLy and a;a“»>'~e

-~ lines tcfass sp the HquClDallty ln m»MCL 2g
_":mﬂr‘g_g.’:" : ! . S ; : .

e ek
»D\,..-.Lf.

Fahi= ciel v dnd ~Qadr00m
and‘amlcl modALv"hu '

14 : In ConSlGerlng what is. dndlscﬁ s Lal?fsnara of
';1ow ana Fode?ate income housing for an'ann?QPLlate‘
not necessary to deterﬂvpo whether the areas ‘which the munici~
pality seeks to exempt from fair Sharﬁfrer7IOﬂ0ﬂpS on COlO”L*r
;cal grounds, are. LaCtualiy eﬂt+;1ed to such exeygt Qn (2 cues~

ion the trial court found. unneceSSaryﬁto deg 2 Shoalc
th be,a renand fgr ;na* urpqse?;x : : : : :
15 Indepawaan*ly OLﬁthe“Uehéral,quD‘tiGﬁ abfpe Lh%

_vva?%d1ty or inv ralidity of the
‘nas the coxporat@ pla1ptlf
ment to .

ordinance on the faixy share 1ssua,
,/LucLually eSLQD}lSth its enhltle~k*

its own | ”,n grcundg GL Lnrcasonanl DSLfQ the point
o of CO?f#SCatlQ‘. See Schere v. movnsqlp o«;Freeholdyjll9kf 
N.d. Supem, 433 certlg. den. 62 h 09-, L e s

16 : Plalnul £F and amici are 1nVlLed'Lo S””ﬂlt Qﬂ o'

flﬂna QL the bas&c con*onbs of.a- zoning oxdi inance ;. 1nc1ué ng-

‘spebmﬁxc PLos ;sx@ns gove*nﬂng residential AOﬁeo;-%'LCﬂ lﬂ bnalr

omln¢on Joqu'satlsLy tha* ﬂu ~Eau*e7 case., ;j

Smn@ma Coun;v v.,Clty Ol
LQ?S, 9th Circuit r‘1011::t of p
lat 24 Laq NQ&& 2 o

*U rU »J i
b
O it o

?@ﬂﬂ*hmr—'

.reg ion, is it




