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 SEERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSHg)

CA0024830

'OFFICE OF THE CLERK
N T
TRENTON. N.J. 08625 -

“':IOHN M. M"‘YSON SR e
i CLERK Gt

';aDear Counsel;;  |

- Returned herewlth please find document(s) whlch have
recently been received by thls offlce for fillng. x ~

e In the event the enclosed material is properly dlrectnd
.~ to this court, please imdicate correct docket number so that
- same may be expeditiously processed. If correct docket num-
. ber is not available, the exact title of the action together
~ with the approximate date of institution of suit must be AT
‘ prOV1ded for further search of the 1nd1ces.f_;“,',_ ; it e

o JSuperior Court Clerk's Offlce T
-~ Law Division, Index Unit
2 ﬂPhOne No..- 2609%-292-&988
: o 609)-292-6099

{720}



‘ “BRUNSWICK, »etc., et al. ~SUPBR‘Q

DIVISION MEBPEESEX COUNTY

URBAN LEAGUE OF GREATER NEW ) R cOURT oF N. 1. 06 E/M/

Plaintiffs,‘i~‘).

V k JA“ ‘)?7? kec Nb. @122—?—3* S

* THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE ) {iA\’bGN C 4/ 2 :- "'_7 3 L

G BOROUGH OF CARTERET, et ak. OHN g

?ﬁwnn‘f Aaare/)

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY : | JUL 10 1085

i‘éi}gi SE? “&Kﬁﬁ' § samazss

;Defen’dant:‘s.; ; o & D : (f (7’ ‘ &m” i"ﬂﬂa ] e

 CONSENT ORDER

THIS MAITER having been, opened to the Court by the undersigned '5T‘

‘fffifattorneys for the plainciffs and having been remanded for trial by the ¢fff«;;“

i Supreme Court on the issues of redetermination of region and fair share as""

"“r 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 I1") and for A

 ,,jud1cia1ly supervised revision of ”the defendant's zoning ordinance,ﬁthe“‘

‘parties agree as follows‘ -

- WHEREAS, the plaintiffs moved the Court on Vovember 14 1984 for and did’
receive from this Court a Temporary Restraining Order providing, among;
'1‘2. o:her things, that any approvals‘ granted by the Township of Piscaraway \‘€’
rshall not create any vested use orkzoning rights or give rise to a claim of\e:
rzreliance against a claim by the Urban League plainziffs or an Order of this “

~ Court for revision of the Piscataway Township zoning ordinances, if theA

.'.‘Urban League shall claim 'or the Court shall order rezoning necessary to

i

satisfy the Township of Piscataway s obllgatiou «under ‘Mt. Laurel IT to‘i'kg”"“

‘provide opportunities for the development of its fair»shere of the regionelr"*‘“ ’

need for low and moderate income housing; and



WHEREAS on’ Novemher 14 1984, K. Hovnanian Companies of New Jersey.ff
o Inc. and 1its wholly owned subsidiary K.v Hovnauian ~at Piscataway, Incell

k(HOVnaﬂian). 8ppeared before' the Court and informed the Court ‘and

_eplaintiffs that they were the applicantg’on Applications 8&~PB*124 84~PB~5;;_ e‘

'”f15o1125 84—?3—126 84-PB~127C and 84—?3*128 seeking approvals from Piscatawayjl H

necessary to construcr a" resideutial development called Sociery Hill at lil

“Piscateway upon the approximately 55 acre parcel referred to as Site #46 -

7__,Gerickont Farm, Block 7&4 Lot 2 in theeNovemher 9, 1984 report entitled .

- Site Analysis. Township of Piscataway N prepared by Carla L. Lerman, P.P.i:}_eﬁ

' and submitted to the Court by letter dated November 10 1984, and’

WHEREAS, Hovnanian informed the :,Court | and plaintiffs that its?i
ﬁ;l:applications sought to develop a 545 residential unit multi-family:

'development, including 55 moderete 1ncome homes and 54 low income homes and

v:hat euch'109 homesrrepreseeted 202 set asioeffor low and ooderateiincoﬁe‘ﬁ
housing and euch 109 homes‘were to be sold, oocupied,’uee& aﬁo resold in
accordance with the provisions of the Affordable Housing Plan for SOcietyj:
Hill at Piscataway ( Plan ) which would serve ‘as the mechanism whereby

these 109 homes would remain in the pool of lower 1ncome homes, and

WHEREAS, plaintiffs acknowledged to the Court that they had reviewed‘i Lo

l‘ said Plan and had been working with Hovnanian in order to revise the Planfﬂq"

. so that it met with their approval and achieved the goals of Mt. Laurel o

4and further represented to the 'Court ,that there were then only a few
, specific 1Cems yet remaining to be resolved' and | : e
 WHEREAS, the plaintiffs agreed that ‘a Consent Order would be entered
- giving Hovnanian and Piscataway vested rights against the plaintiffs with o
respect to the above referenced applications and further giving Piscataway ‘
credit for these 109 lower 1ncome homes to be,applied towards their falr 3
share obligation upon plaintiffs and Hovnanian resolving the specific items

remaining to be resolved of the Plan; and



- WHEREAS, on January 9, 1985, Piscataway voted to approve Hovnanian's
Iss aforementioned applications and memorialized such approvals by Resolution

: dated January 9 1985 a copy of which is at: ached hereto as Exhibit A

: ft_yand .

WHEREAS Plaiﬂtiffs"t d’f Hovnanian : did SubseQuently resolve ‘thefy?ft'

”»~remaining 1tems concerning the Plan and have ultimately agreed upon the"‘

t,Version of the Plan attached hezeto as Bxhibit B and‘~. : %3 ﬁ{f; lri'¥5:

WHEREAS, the parties agree that the terms of the approvals for Society .

"”v'Hill at Piscataway and the provisions of the Plan fulfill the precepts andt

~1goals o£ Ht. Laurel II and that Piscataway should receive full credit ‘f

’e{'towards its fair share obligatlon for the ’109 lower income homes,being’~e

‘,developed as part of Society Hill at P13catawav.

- NOW, THEREFORE, it is this | | day of | ,"1985,

‘OR§ERED,;and.ADJUDGED: D sﬁi‘xe.c. 1. = The” TownsiHip of Piscataway, Ke
Hovnanian Companies of ‘New Jersey, - Inc., ‘K. Hovnanian. at Piscataway, Inc. =
~and .their successors . .and assigns, “have, by virtue of the Township ofx
‘Piscataway s approvals of the applications 8&-’3—124, 8&—?3—125 84-PB-126'»4

"e84-PB~127C':and 84~PB—128 on. January 9 ,19857"33 ‘memorialized by the t
’KResolution dated January 9, 1985 attached as uxhibit A vested rightsyii

Eagaxnst any claim by the Urban, League plaintxffs or this Court seeking to

‘revise the ordinances of the Township of"?iscataway “in a mennerewhich
abrogates, diminishes, or affects such',aéerovals received by K;vﬂovnanian

~Companies of ‘New Jersey, Inc. and K. Hovnaniaq at Plscataway, Inc. for the

development known as Society Hill at Piscataway in order to satisfy the

Township of Piscataway s obligation under Mt, Laurel II.

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

]

fair share obligetion for the 55 moderate income ;homee and the 54 low



'7‘f;‘1ncome homes which are to be ~built as par“ "of the deveIOpnene known a:k :

e ;3;’30ciety'Hill at Piscataway so lcng as such lower incone homes are actuai!y*

"°*[g‘sold and resold in- accordance with ‘the approvals of the Touushia afa‘

j4[,\’:_lf’iscat:amty and the Affordable Bousing Pﬁﬁn for Society Rill a: Piscatnvtyt"

',’ff;e3attached as Exhihit B-f ;?f"

‘ ;‘, 3 - The Township of Piscataway shall serve notice upoa the UfbanbLeagugjy 

;”,;ylaintiffs in the event ~that an application to amend ‘or ‘revise thc ;i
xeief approva1s or the Affordable Housing Plan fot Society Hill at Piscataway 13;;

‘v‘agfisubmitced to the Plauning Board pursuant to paragraph 5 of :he Affotdable' o

L"f’Housing Plan, such notice to be served within ten (10) business days of the‘f

. fi‘filing of such application.

We hereby,censent to the form,'Substance, and entry of this Gonsent Order.

Rutgers Uuiversity Law School L Attorneys for the Defendant
- Constitutional Litigation Clinic,’ Township of Piscataway
et al., Attorneys for the S
'jPlaintiffs [RON T ‘

Urban League of Greater
“ New Brunswick, The National o
. Committee Against Discrimination :
in Housing ‘

‘; BY: Wa,.;z: ?%:‘_




