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GREGRY J. CZWRA, ESQ , P.A | ST
109 Skyline Drive | YUNg 1985
R ngwood, New Jersey 07456

(201) 962- 9200 STEBLER ey
Attorney for Paintiffs *"J-&ﬁm’t SKIL L ir,s, 5
ACOUNﬁTR\\(]SI DE PRC’:OOPERTI ES, '|ch, . SUPERIOR COURT.OF NEW JERSEY
a w Jerse rporation "an : C .
WALLACE AND’ CZURA LAND CO., i LAWDIVISION: PASSAIC COUNTY/
a New Jersey Partnership, :  MDDLESEX COUNTY
Plaintiffs, > (MOUNT LAUREL 1 LI TI GATI ON)

s o . DOCKET NO. L 42095-81

MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE . Givil Action

BOROUGH OF RINGWOOD, et als. :  ORDER PURSUANT TO R 1:6-2

Defendants.

This matter having been brought »before ,t,he court by
Goria B. Cherry 'ef Morrison & Morrison, Esgs., attorney for
t he Le’agueio,fv\/\brren Voters of Ringwood, and the Court having read
'andA considered the Certifications filed by the patties and havi ng
determned that this Arrat.ter can be decided without oral "argurren_t,
pursuan‘t to R 1:6-2, and the reasons expressed in the Court's
oral opi nion of this dat e; _

It is on this \> . day of "Juvt/‘ , 1985;

0O RDERED that the motion of the League of V\bmen

Voters of R| ngwood to- >|Bm\m|n- in this action as am cus curlae

In connecti'on with rgggl application for court approval of theﬂ‘

-+ Otﬁ’ i

proposed rezoning of the Borough of Ri ngvvood e p—E
.—r—

eclessasasestetn " Nount Laurel II" émhfef/

folee (.

S’FEﬁ-IETJSZbIMAN, J S.C.




GREGORY J. CZURA, ESQ, P.A
109 Skyline Drive

Ringwood, New Jersey 07456
'XZO) 962-9200
ttorney for Plaintiffs-

COUNTRYSI DE PROPERTI ES, . INC. ,

a New Jersey Corporation and SUPERI OR COURT OF NEW JERSEY

WALLACE and” CZURA LAND .CO. ,  : LAW DI VISION: - PASSAI C COUNTY/
a New Jersey Partnership, M DDLESEX COUNTY s
" blaintiffs . (NMOUNT LAUREL Il LITIGATION)
’ DOCKET NO. L 42095-81
VS. '
MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE ;oavil Action
BOROUGH OF RINGAOOD, ET ALS.,  CERTIFICATION'

Def endant s.

GREGORY J. CZURA, of full age, hereby certifies as
ol | ows: ' ‘
1. | am'the- attorney for the plaintiffs in the above
capti'oned matter as well as a principal in both entities and
make this_Certification in oppdsition to the motion for |eave
to appear an clu_s.curiae filed by Morrison & Morri son, a’tt‘orn’eys,
for the i_e'ague of Women Voters of. Ri ngwood.
2 | am familiar with the Ringwood League of Women
Vot ers, a>»group of 35, some of whom | understand are menbers of

the defendant Coalition of Concerned Homeowners of Ringwood, Inc.

an cus’ curiae shall ‘be made by motion that sets forth, anmong
other things, the nature of the applicants' "special interest,
invol vement or expertise" with respect to the issue upon whi ch

~ the applicant wants to be heard. ~As | also understand it, the

I

3. As | understand Rule "1:13-9, application to appear as |




motion must be timely and the applicant's participation nust

~assist in the resolution of an issue of public inportance and

no party to the litigation is to be unduly prejudiced theréby.
“4.  In reviewing the Certification of the attorney for

the League, there is absolutely no indication that the applicant

has any'special‘interest, i nvol vement or éxpertise Wi th regard

to the method for providing for the housing needs of the

i ndi genous poor in Ri ngwood.

5. The menbers of the Ringwood League of Women Voters
have no nofevinterest jnrthe outcome of the pending litigation than
does any other‘resideht of Ringwood. - Therefore, there is no
"speci al interest" that this group has.

6. The mere fact that the LW/R held one or more meetings
to devel ope a positioh on Mount Laurel, does not mean-that it
‘has some special involvement on the issue of providing for the
housi ng needs of the indigenous poor in Ringwood.

7. Actually, there is hot‘even a allegation that the
LVWYR, has any expertise. in either Munt Laurel [litigation in
general or the issue on which they wish to be heard specifically.

8. R 4:33-1 - Invervention as of right - is obviously
not applicable here, as there is no allegation that the
'appIicantAcIainB an interest relating to the subject. mtter of
thé.within‘aCtioh and that the disposition of the action would

inpair or inpede the applicant's ability to protect that interest.
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9. R 4:33-2 - Permssive intervention - requires that

~an application for intervéntion be ttmely and not unduly'

delay ~ or prejudice the adjudication of the rights of the

original parties.

10. The instant action was filed in April of }982,‘

~and is now over three years old. This:case was and has been

wel | publicized in the Borough of Ringwood and well known to
the politically active LW/R.  The plaintiff has already tried
two phases of this case to a conclusion and there has been a

final judgnent‘cohcerning the defendant Municipality's zoning

~and obligation to provide for it's i ndi genous - need.

11.. In the case of Township of Hanover vs. Town of

Morristown, 121 N.J. Super 536 ( App. Div. 1972), the Court
upheld a trial court‘sAdénim of an applicatidn for “interven-

tion on the grounds of untimeliness. In that case, an applica-

tion for jntérvention was made after final judgment, follow ng

- a lengthy trial and after time to appeal from the judghent

had'éxpired, The court went on to cite that "one seeking to-
intervent after final jUdgnent nust meet an especially heavy
burden" ibid at page 538

'12. It would appear to me that the applicant in this

“matter ‘has failed to meet thatfheavy bufden; has even failed

to meet any special interest or involvement that would require

or permt any untimely i ntervention. Addi tionally, the
3. '




pI’ aintiff would be unduly prejudiced by any delay that would
be caused by this intervention. ' o
13, Finally, the appl i.cant will -have the right,
- as does e\/ery other citizen in the Borough of "V'Hngvvo'(‘)'d, to be
heard in connection with any application by the existing
plaintiffs or defendants for a court ap'pr'oval ~of any proposed
rezoning of the Borough of Ringwood.

14. | certify that t'he_'foregoﬂi ng statements made by
me are true. | amaware that if any are wilfully false, | am

- T =
L

subj ect to punishment.

~GREGORY J. CZURA

DATED:  May 28, 1985




