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KIRSTEN, FRIEDMAN & CHERIN
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

COUNSELLORS AT LAW

17 ACADEMY STREET MARGARET E. ZALESKI
RICHARD E. CHERIN* GERARD K. FRECH*
HAROLD FRIEDMAN NEWARK, N. J. 07102 JOHN K. ENRIGHT
JACK B. KIRSTEN* (201) 623-3600 SHARON MALONEY-SARLE
PHILLIP LEWIS PALEY *° LIONEL J. FRANK
EDWIN H. STIER .
DENNIS C. LINKEN Aprll 10, 1985

JOSEPH HARRISON (1930-1976)
MILTON LOWENSTEIN *MEMBER-N.J. & N.Y. BARS
OF COUNSEL 9MEMBER D.C. BAR

Honorable Eugene D. Serpentelli

Judge, Superior Court of New Jersey

Ocean County Court House

Administration Building

Toms River, New Jersey 08754

Re: Urban League of Greater New
Brunswick, et al. vs. Carteret et al.
Society Hill at Piscataway
- My dear Judge Serpentelli:

This will acknowledge receipt of a letter of Barbara
Williams, Esq., attorney for the Urban League (now "Civic
League") of Greater New Brunswick, enclosing a form of proposed
Consent Order which has been forwarded to the Court.

Herewith a copy of the proposed Order with the follow-
ing modifications, all of which relate to the language contained
in the signature area of the Order:

A. While I would be willing to sign any Order
consenting to any relief against East Brunswick, I believe that

the words "East Brunswick" should be excised in favor of the

word "Piscataway". Accordingly, I have made that change.
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B. The signature blocks proposed for Mr. Nelson and
Ms. Donato reflect their representation of the Planning Board of
the Township and the Zoning Board of the Township. I do not know
how appropriate it is for their signatures to appear in the form
of Order, because they are not parties to this case. Accordingly,
I have removed their signature blocks from the proposed Order.

But for those changes, I have no objection to the form
and entry of the proposed Consent Order.

Simultaneously a copy of this letter is being forwarded

to Ms. Williams and Mr. Daines, couy for Hovnanian.

dpectfully and gigerely yours,

PLP: Pmm
Enclosures

cc: Barbara Williams, Esqg.
Donald Daines, Esq.

KIRSTEN, FRIEDMAN & CHERIN



SUPERIOR CCURT OF NEW JERSEY
CHANCERY DIVISION MIDDLESEX COUNTY
URBAN LEAGUE OF GREATER NEW

BRUNSWICK, etc,, et al.

Plaintiffs,

THE MAYOR AND CCUNCIL OF THE
BOROUGH OF CARTERET, et al.

)
)
)
)
Ve ) Docket Jo. C-4122-73
)
)
)
)
Defendants. )]

)

CONSENT ORDER

THIS MATTER having been opened to the Court by the undersigned
attorneys for the plaintiffs and having besn remanded for trial by the
Supreme Court on the issues of redetermination of region and fair share as

those concepts were explicated by Southern Burlington County N.A.A.C.P. V.

Township of Mount Laurel, 92 N.J. 58 (1983) ("Mt. Laurel II") and for

judicially supervised revision of the defendant's zoning ocdinance, the
parties agree as follows:

WHEREAS, the plaintiffs moved the Court on November 14,1984 for and did
receive from this Court a» Temporary Restraining Order préviding, among
other things, that any approvals granted by the Township of Piscataway
shall not create any vested use or zoning rights or give rise to a claim pf
reliance against a claim by the Urban League plaintiffs ocvan Ocder of this
Court for revision of the Piscataway Township zoning ordinances, if the
Urban League shall claim or the Court sﬁall owder rezoning nécessary to

satisfy the Township of Piscataway's obligation under Mt. Laurel II to

provide opportunities for the development of its fair share of the regional

need for low and moderate income housing; and



WHEREAS, on January 9, 1985, Piscataway voted to approve Hovnanian's
aforementionad applications and memocialized such approvals by Rasoluticn
dated January 9, 1985, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A";
and- |

WHEREAS, plaintiffs and Hovnanian did subsequently resolve the
remaining items concerning ﬁhe Plan and have ultimately agreed upon the
version of the Plan attached hereto as Exhibit "B"; and

.WHEREAS, the parties agree that the tems of the approvals foc Society
Hill at Piscataway and the provisions of the Plan fulfill the precepts and

goals of Mt. Taurel II and that Piscataway should receive full credit

towards its fair share obligation for the 1029 lower income homes being

developed as part of Society Hill at Piscataway.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is this __ day of ' , 1985,
ORDERED, and ADJUDGED: ‘ 1 - The Tovnship of Piscataway, K.
ﬁovnanian Coﬁpanies of New Jersé&, Inc.; K. Hovnanian at Piscataway, Inc.
and their successors and assigns, have, by virtue of the Township of
Piscataway's approvals oﬁ the applications 84-PB-124; 84-PB-125; 84-PB-126;
84-PB-127C; and 84-PB-128 on Januacy 9, 1985, as memorialized by the
Resolution dated Januacy 9; 1985 ‘attached ‘as Exhibit A, vested.rights
against any claim by the Urban .League plaintiffs oc this Codct'seeking to
revise the ordinances of the Township of Piscataway> in a manner which
abrogates, diminishes, or affects such approvals received by K. Hovnaniaﬁ
Companies of Naw Jersay, Inc. and X. Hovnanian at Piscataway, Inc. for the
development known as Society Hill at Piscataway in ovder to satisfy the

Township of Piscataway's obligation undar Mt. Laurel IT.

2 - The Township of Piscataway shall receive full credit towards its

fair share obligation for the 55 moderate income hoines and the 54 low



WAEREAS, on November 14, 1984, K. Hovnanian Companiés of New Jersey,
Inc. and its wholly: owned subsidiacy X. Hovnanian at Piscatawav, Inc.
(Hovnanian), appeared before the Court and informad . the Court - and
plaintiffs that they were the applicants on Applications 84-PB-124, 84-PB-
125, 84-PB-126, 84-PB-127C and 84-PB-128 s=eking approvals from Piscataway
necessary to construct a residential dzvelopment called Society Hill at
Piscataway upon the approximately 55 acre paccel referred to as Site #46 -
Gerickont Farm, Block 744, Lot 2 in the November 9, 1984 report entitled
"Site Analysis: Township of Piscataway", prepaced by Carla L. Lerman, P.P.
and submitted to the Court by letter dated November 10, 1984; and

WHEREAS, Hovnanian informed the Court and plaintiffs that its
applications sought to develop a 545 residential unit multi-family
development, including 55 moderate income homes and 54 low income homes and
that such 109 homes represented 20% set aside for low and moderate incame
housing and such 109 homes were to be sold, occupied, used and resold in
accordance with the provisions of the ‘AfEOcdable Housing Plan focr Society
gil}_agygiscataway' ("Plan") which would serve as the mechanism whereby
thgse;109 homes would remain in tﬁe pool of lower income homes; and

i WHEREAS,;plaintiffs acknowledged to ghe. Couct that they had reyiewed
said Plan and had been work;ng with Hovnanian in order to revise the Plan
so that it met with their approval énd achieved the goals of Mt. Laucel II
and further representad to the Court that there were then only a few
specific items yet remaining to be resolved; and

WHEREAS, the plaintiffs agreed that a Consent Order would be entered
giving Hovnanian and Piscataway vested rights against the plaintiffs with
respact to the abové veferenced applicaticns and fucrther giving Piscataway
credit for these 109 lower income homes to be applied towards their fair
shace obligation upon plaintiffs and Hovnanian resolving the specific items

remaining to be resolved of the Plan; and



