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EILED
SEP 121974

GUIDO J. BRIGIANI
175 SMITH STREET

PERTH AMBOY, N. J. 08861

(201) 826-3050  826-2121
ATTORNEY FOR Defendant
Mayor and Council of the

Borough of Spotswood

S
SUPERIOR COURT OF W ‘JERSEY
CHANCERY DIVISION :
MIDDLESEX COUNTY e
* DOCKET NO. C-4122-73 v
URBAN LEAGUE OF GREATER NEW H
BRUNSWICK, a non-profit corpora-
tion of the State of New Jersey,:
et als, ~ CIVIL ACTION
Plaintiffs. ANSWER
-vs-

MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE BOROUGH
OF SPOTSWOOD, et als, .

Defendants.
‘Defendants, MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE BOROUGH OF SPOTS-’
WDOD,{a municipal corporation of the State of New Jersey, main-
taining offices on Summerhill Road, Spotswood, New Jersey, by
ﬁay bf Answer s#y: |
1. Defendants deny the allegations of paragraphs, 1,

2 and 3. ~
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2. Defendants have insufficient knowledze to either
admit or deny the allegations of paragraphs 4, 53, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10
and 11,

3. Defendants deny the allegations of paragraph 12,

4, Defendants admit the allegations of paragraphs 13

and 14,

5. Defendants have insufficient knowledge to either
admit or deny the allegations of paragraphs 13,+16, 17, 18, 19,
20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28 and 29.

6. Defendants deny the allegations of paragraph 30

and have insufficient knowledge to either admit or deny the #

allegations of sub-paragraphs 30(a), 30(b), 30(c), 30(d) and
30(e).
7. Defendants have 1néufficient knowledge to either
admit or deny the allegations of paragraph 31.
| 8. Defendants deny the allegations of paragraphs 32,
33, 34 and‘35.
S 9. The Borough of Spotswood has the Commission form
Qf‘Govgrnment. - The proper name of this Defendant is BOARD OF

COMMISSIONERS OF THE BOROUGH OF SPOTSWOOD.
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None of the plaintiffs, be they individuals, or the

FIRST SEPARATE DEFENSE

corporation, has the standing to bring this action as a taxpaye:

in the Borough of Spotswood, or against the Borough of Spotswooc

SECOND SEPARATE DEFENSE
The plaintiffs do not legally and/or procedurally
constitute a ''class" with sufficient and valid standing to bring

a class action.

THIRD SEPARATE DEFENSE
The defendants named in this suilt do not constitute

a sufficiently representative class so as to constitute .

procedurally or factually a class action.

FOURTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

kThe complaint should be dismissed on the grounds that
it fails to set forth a claim upon which relief can be granted,

FIFTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

’“;vOn its facé,’the complaint seems to ask for a Declar-
atory Judgmenﬁ; and, the subject matter of this suit does: not
~ legélly goﬁsti;uta a justiceable question within the purview of
the‘naclaraco:y Judgment Act.
e SIXTH_SEPARATE DEFENSE

The complaint fails to state a cause of action up.

which complete relief can be granted.
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SEVENTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

Indispensable parties to this suit have not been named
or served and for that reason the complaint should be dismissed.

EIGHTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

Defendant, Borough of Spotswood, shares nothing in
common with the co-defendants either factually or legally.
Spotswood's physical development and its zoning law is different
‘and unique. |

NINTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

: The complaint should be dismissed as agailnst this
'defendnnt on the grounds that plaintiffs fail to allege that any
;specific aet or ordinance enacted by this defendant has resulted
in damaga or injury to any plaintiff,

TENTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

'f’Spotswood'ahzbning law is completely valld and
const;:utianal.t‘

ELEVENTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

Spotswood's physical developmant is well within the
'1standarda 0£ £airneas and legality.

- IWELFTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

”ﬁﬂNone af the plaintiffs Jointly or severally have applie
',for (and af course, none has been.xefused) any relief from any

~a§pect gﬁ the Bo:ough of Spotswood Zoning Code. Prerequisite for
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_any relief is the requirement that all administrative remedies

be exhauated; Thi§}“tﬁé“p1usnt1f£s‘failed to do. The suit is,

. therefore, premature .88 to Spotswood. B
THIRTEENTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

The complaint should be dismissed against these defend

~ants on the grounds’ that the plaintiffs failed to take into

o

- account the unique factuall history and pattern of growth for the
Boxrough of Spotswood.

FOURTEENTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

To grant the relief requested by the plaintiffs would

place upon this defendant an unequal and discriminatory tax

burden for the financing of housing as a common state purpose. .

FIFTEENTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

The imposition of the burden of flnancing housing on
Spotswood would be arbitrary, capricious and unreasonable.

SIXTEENTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

,; This defendant is entitled to a dismissal of the

' complaint ‘together with court costs and attorneys fe

@»// 7/%\/"
‘ GUIPO J. BRIGIANI
~Attorney fof'Defend nt

Borough of Spotswood

I hareby certify that the within Answer wa;/served within the

,period allowed by Rule 4:6. J /;l///’
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GUIDO JJ/ BRIGIANL
Attorney for Defendant,
Roronch of Spotswnod




o

Roland Winter, Esq.
940 Amboy Avenue, Edison, N.,J., 08817

William H. Gazi, Esq.
1430 Oak Tree Road, Iselin, N,J. 08830

Bertram E. Busch, Esq.
99 Bayard Street, New Brunswick, N.J. 08901

Guido Brigiani, Esq.
175 Smith Street, Perth Amboy, N.J. 08861

Andre W. Gruber, Esq. :
1215 Livingston Avenue, North Brunswick, N.J. 08903

Joseph Burns, Esq.
103 Bayard Street, New Brunswick, N,J. 08901

John J. Vvail, Esq.
Box 238, South Amboy, N.Y. 18903

Samuel C. Inglese, Esq.
406 Main Street, Metuchen, N,J, 08840

J. Schuyler Huff, Esq.
Cranbury - South River Road, Cranbury, N.J. 08512

Arthur Burgess, Esq. ,
214 Smith Street, Perth Amboy, N.,J. 0886l

Alan Karcher, Esq.
61-67 Main Street, Sayreville, N.J. 07762

Edward J. Johnson, Jr., Esq.
1 Greenbrook Road, Middlesex, N.J. 08846

Sanford E. Chernin, Esq.
1848 Faston Avenue, Somerset, N,J. 08373

Edward J. Dolan, Esq.
One Holmes Street, Carteret, N,J, 07008




Louis Alfonso, Esq.
325 Highway 516, 0ld Bridge, N.J. 08857

Richard F. Plechner, Esq.
351 Main Street, Me tuchen, N,J. 08840

Lawrence Lerner, Esq.
101 Bayard Street, New Brunswick, N,J. 08903

Charles Rooream, Esq.
199 North Main Street, Milltown, N.J. 08850

Henry Handelman, Esq.
381 North Avenue, Dunellen, N.J. 083812

Robert C. Rafano, Esq.
129 Main Street, South River, N.J. 08882

Roy M. Oake, Esq.
463 South Washington Avenue, Piscataway,N.J. 08854

doseph L. Stonaker, Esq.
245 Nassau Street, Princeton, N.J, 08540




