


HUFF, MCRAN & BALINT

Cranbury - South River Road
Cranbury, N.J. 08512

(609) 655-3600

Attorneys for Defendant, Township
Committee of the Township of Cranbury
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Pl ai ntiff,
LAVWRENCE ZI Rl NSKY,

Def endant s,

THE TOMSH P COW TTEE OF THE TOMNSHI P

OF CRANBURY, A Muni ci pal Corporation,

and THE PLANNI NG BOARD OF THE TOWNSHI P

OF CRANBURY

Plaintiffs,

JOSEPH MORRI'S and ROBERT MORRI S,
V.

Defendants,

TOWNSHIP OF CRANBURY IN THE QGOUNTY
OF MIDDLESEX, a municipal corporation
of the State of New Jersey

o ——— — T — 0 " " " — — S ———  — - " ———— —— ——— " —
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SUPERI OR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
LAW DI VI SI'ON: M DDLESEX
COUNTY

Docket No. L 079309-83 P.W

Gvil Action

Docket No. L 054117-83

ANSWER



Plaintiffs,
GARFI ELD & COWMPANY,

i

Defendants,

MAYCR AND THE TOWNSHI P COW TTEE
OF THE TOANSHI P OF CRANBURY, a
muni ci pal Corporation, and the
menbers thereof; PLANNI NG BOARD OF
THE TOMNSHI P OF CRANBURY, and the
nmenbers thereof.

- = —— . T o — . — — —————— W - " —— — - — — — -

Plafntiffs,

CRANBURY DEVELCPMENT CORPORATION, a
Corporation of the State of New
Jersey,

Dé%endants,

CRANBURY TOWNSHI P- PLANNI NG BOARD
and theTOMSH P COW TTEE OF THE
TOMSH P OF CRANBURY,

—— . - — - A T - —— — T — ——— ————— —— — - — -

Pl aintiffs,

BROMI NG FERRI S | NDUSTRI ES OF SOUTH
JERSEY, INC., A corporation of the
State of New Jersey, RI CHCRETE
CONCRETE COVPANY, a corporation

of the State of New Jersey and

M D- STATE FI LI GREE SYSTEMS, | NC.

a Corporation of the State of New
Jersey,

Def endant s,

CRANBURY TOWNSHI P PLANNI NG BOARD
and THE TOAWNSHI P COW TTEE OF THE
TOMSH P OF CRANBURY,

- — - o - ——————— T —— ————————— - ——————_—

Docket No. L 055956-83 P.W.

Docket No. L 59643-83

Docket No. L 058046- 83

P. W-



Plaintiff,

URBAN LEAGUE OF GREATER NEW
BRUNSW CK, et al.

Defendants,

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

Plaintiff,

CRANBURY LAND COVPANY, a New Jersey
Limted Partnership,

Def endant s,

CRANBURY TOWNSHI P, a rnuni ci pal
corporation of the State of New
Jersey located in M ddl esex

—— - — — — - - — . = T . Y - — - T —— — —— —— ———— ——— -

CHANCERY DIVISION: MIDDLESEX
COUNTY

Docket No. C 4122-73

-—

Docket No. L 070841-83 P W

The defendants The Township Committee of the Township

of ‘Cranbury, a mnunicipal corporation of the County of M ddl esex

and State of New Jersey, with offices at

23-A North Main Street,

Cranbury, New Jersey, by way of Answer to the Conplaint of the

plaintiff says:

FI RST COUNT

1. Defendant, Township Commttee is w thout

sufficient information to forma belief as to the truth of

the allegations contained in paragraph 1 of the first

count and | eaves plaintiff to his oroofs.



2. The allegations of paragraph 2 of the First
Count of the conplaint are admtted.

3. The allegations of paragraph 3 of the First
Count of the conplaint are admtted.

4. The allegations of paragraph 4 of the First
Count of the conplaint are admtted.

5. Defendant is without sufficient information
to forma belief as to the truth of the allegations contained
in paragraph 5 of the first count and |eaves plaintiff to
hi s proofs.

6. Defendant is wthout sufficient infornmation
to forma belief as to the truth of the allegations contained
ien paragraph 6 of the first count and |eaves plaintiff to
hi s proofs.

7. Defendant denies all allegations contained
in paragraph 7 of the first count.

8. Defendant, Township Conmttee admts the
recommendati on of the Planning Board described in paragraph
8 of the first count of the conplaint, but denies that that
recommendation was in any way contrary to the decisions of
the Chancery Division or the State Devel opment Cuide Pl an.

9. Defendant admts the allegations of paragraph

9 of the First Count.



19- Def endant, Township Committee admits that the
Supreme Court decision in Munt Laurel |1 upheld the decision
of the Chancery Division in U ban Leaguefuétc., but further
states that the ordinance referred to in Muwunt Laurel Il is
not the ordinance which is presently in effect in Cranbury
Townshi p.

-uwﬂw“wmiit Hbefendant, Townshi p Cbnnit}ee stateskthat t he
Suprenme Court opinion in Munt Laurel IIAspeaks for itself.

12. Defendant denies all allegations contained in
paragraph 12 of the first count. :

13. Defendant is w thout suffﬁcient information to
forma belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in
paragraph 13 of the first count and | eaves plaintiff to his
proofs.

14. Defendant is w thout sufficient information to
forma belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in
paragraph 14 of the first count and |eaves plaintiff to his
proofs.

15. Defendant is without sufficient information to
forma belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in
paragraph 15 of the first count and |eaves plaintiff to his
proofs.

16. Defendant is wi thout sufficient information to
forma belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in
paragraph 16 of the first count and |eaves plaintiff to his

proofs.



17. Defendant admts allegations contained in
paragraph 17 of the first count.

18. Wth regard to the various allegations contained
in paragraph 18 of the first count of the conplaint, the
def endant, Township Conmttee, states that its 'zoning ordi nance

speaks for itself.

19. Defendant adnits allegations contained in
paragraph 19 of the first count.

20. Defendant admits allegations contained in
paragraph 20 of the first count.

21. Defendant admts allegations contained in
paragraph 21 of the first count.

22. Wth respect to the various allegations con-
tained in paragraph 22 of the conplaint the defendant,
Township Conmittee, states that the zoning ordinance speaks
for itself.

23. Defendant admits allegations contained in
paragraph 23 of the first count.

24. Defendant denies each and every allegation
contained in paragraph 24 of the first count.

25. Defendant denies each and every allegation
contained in paragraph 25 of the first count.

26. Defendant denies each and every allegation
contained in paragraph 26 of the first count.

27. Defendant denies each and every allegation

contained in paragraph 27 of the first count.



SECOND COUNT

1. Defendant, Township Commttee, admts its answers
to the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 27 of the
first count of the conplaint as if set forth in full herein.

2. Def endant deni es each and every all egation contained

i n paragraph 2 of the second count.

3¢...Defendant deni es eacfa_and every. allegation contained

in paragraph 3 of the second count.

4. Wth respect to the allegations contained in
paragraph 4 of the second count of the conplaint, defendant,
Township Comrittee, states that its zoning ordi nance speaks
for itself.

5. In his allegations contained in paragraph 5 of
count two of the conmplaint, the plaintiff acurately states
t hei'nunbers but seens to fail to grasp the fact that the
ordi nancé does not require the acquisition of |egal fee
title to the land in the agricultural zone, but nerely the
acqui sition of devel opnent easenents to that |land, therefore
the statenent that the devel oper woul d have to acquire an
additional 40 acres is mstaken. The devel oper would only
have to acquire devel opnent easenents on 40 acres of |and
in the A-100 Zone.

6. Defendant admits allegations contained in
par agraph 6 of the second count.

7. Defendant denies each and every allegation
contained in paragraph 7 of the second count.

8. Defendant denies each and every allegation

contained in paragraph 8 of the second count.



THI RD COUNT

1. Defendant Township Conmttee repeats its answers
to the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 27 of the
first count and 1 through 8 of “‘the second count as if set forth
in full herein.

2. Def endant admts allegations contained in

paragraph 2 of the third count.

3. Defendant admts aIIegatidhgmgbntained in
paragraph 3 of the third count.

4. Defendant denies each and every allegation con-
tained in paragraph 4 of the third count.

5. Defendant denies each and every allegation con-
tained in paragraph 5 of the third count.

6. Defendant denies each and every allegation con-
tained in paragraph 6 of the third count.

7. Defendant denies each and every allegation con-
tained in paragraph 7 of the third count.

FOURTH COUNT

1. Defendant Township Committee repeats its.
answers to the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through
27 of the first count, 1 through 8 of the second count and
1 through 7 of the third count as it set forth in full herein.

2. Defendant admts allegations contained in
paragraph 2 of the fourth count.

3. Defendant denies each and every allegation con-

tained in paragraph 3 of the fourth count.



4. Def endant deni es each and every allegation
contained in paragraph 4 of the fourth count.

5. Defendant admts allegations contained in paragraph
5 of ‘the fourth count.

6. Defendant denies each and every allegation
contai ned in paragraph 6 of the fourth count.

7. Defendant deni es each and every allegation con-

tained in paragraph 7 of the fourth count.
8. Defendant denies each and evé}y al | egati on
contained in paragraph 8 of the fourth count.
- 9. Defendant denies each and every allegation

cdhtained in paragraph 9 of the fourth count.

FI RST SEPARATE DEFENSE

Plaintiff has failed to exhaust its admnsitrative
renedi es.

SECOND SEPARATE DEFENSE

Plaintiff lacks standing to raise the constitutiona
argunents contained in its conplaint.

TH RD SEPARATE DEFENSE

The State Devel opnent Quide Plan referred to in
the conplaint is not the proper state devel opnent guide plan

map with reference to the Township of Cranbury.

FOURTH SEPARATE DEFENSE

The conplaint was not filed within the tinme limts



perm tted tinder

Rul e of Court.

HUFF, MORAN & BALI NT,
Attorneys for Defendant, Township
Committee of the Townshipfof Cranbury

BY Ly (e r e
WLLIAM C MRANe:JR.
A menber of the Firm.




CERTI FI CATI ON

| certify that the within answer was filed within

the tine permtted under Rule of Court.

PROOE_OF SERVI CE

On January 3, 1984, | nmailed to all counsel of
record in the above entitled action, a copy of the within
Answer by regular mail to their respective addresses.

| certify that the foregoing statenments made by ne
are true. | amaware that if any of the foregoing statenents

made by nme are wlfully false, | a@ct to puni shnment.

\ DOREE /A<" kr\‘ UTSEN



