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

R ngwood, New Jersey 07456
(201). 962-9200

M.000604N

a New Jersey Corporation and
WALLACE and CZURA LAND CO
a New Jersey Partnership,
Pl aintiffs,
VS.

MAYOR AND CONCI L OF THE

BOROUGH OF RINGADCD, ET ALS.

Def endant s.

COUNTRYSI DE PRCPERTI ES, | NC.

TQ Lawence D, Katz, Esq.

: SUPER CR OOURT OF NEW JERSEY

_ LAWDI VI SI O\
* M DDLESEX QOUNTY

PASSAI C COUNTY/

(MOUNT LAUREL |1 LI TI GATI O\

. DOCKET NO. L 42095-81

Gvil Action

* NOTI CE OF MOTI ON

DI AMOND, AFFLITTQ & RAl MINDI

376 Hanburg Tur npi ke
Vayne, NI Qr470

Kurt E, Johnson, Esq.

DECOTI 1S, JO-NSON & PI NTO

401 Hackensack Avenue
Hackensack, NJ 07601

doria B. Cherry, Esq.
MORRI SON & MORRI SON
87 Essex Street

P.Q Box 607

Hackensack, NJ 07602-0607

Bernard A, Schwartz, Esq.
445 \West Main Street
Wckof f,

NJ 07481




PLEASE TAKE NOTI CE that on Friday, January 17,
1986 at 9 o'clock in the forenoon, or as-soon thereafter as

counsel can be heard, the undersigned, attorney for the plaintiffj

Wil apbly to the Honorabl e Stephen Skillman, J.S.C, at the

M ddl esex County Court house, New Brunsw ck, New Jersey, for an
Qrder as folloms.-

‘ 1. Setting a plenary hearing to determ ne whet her
the defendant nunicipality has encouraged or allowed comercial,
residential or industrial devel opment post-decision in "Munt
Laurel 11" (January 20, 1983) and is subject to having a reg-

I onal obligation i nposed upon it as and pursuant to Exception #3
as outlined in Munt Laurel Il at Page 240 t hrough 243 because
t he concept map has not been revised by the court inposed-dead-
[ine of January 1, 1985.

2. Setting a plenary hearing to fix”the nunber
of over-crowded units within the defendant borough that are not
di | api dat ed and whi ch are occupi ed by | ow or noder ate incone
famlies and to otherwise set the obligation of the defendant
muni cipality for its indi genous need.

3. Holding a summary proceeding to hold the
def endant, Borough of Ringwood, in contenpt for failure to abide
by the court order of July 25, 1984, which order required the
def endant to adopt a new zoning ordi nance providing a realistic

opportunity for | over i ncome housing within ninety (90) days of

S,




fication as a non-conservation area by the State of New Jersey.

t he courthrder and for failure to-“éumﬁt-it'to the Court for
its reviemzas and pur suant to,the Cburt'$.decision of July 25,
1984, - | |

Q, inthe alternative, to have the master pre-
viously appointed by the Court dréftgfhe requi red ordi nance.

In addition, the plaintiffs are seeking'felief
pursuant to R1:10-5 and thereforei seek an order amafdihg the-
plaintiff counsel fees to be paid by the defendant nunicipality
as and pursuant to this rule.“ .

4. Invalidating all of the defendant borough's
fand use regulétjons insofar as they are applicable to the
plaintiffs® property as a remedy for non-conpliance with the
court order of July 25, 1984.

5. Setting a plenary hearing on the nature and
t he sCope of the builder's renedy to be awarded to the plain-
tiffs énd for a plenary hearing as to whether the Court should
not only award the builder's renmedy, but also issue a building
pernt due fo the defendant's adamant refusal to provide a
realistic opportunity for the creation of housing opportunities
for |ow and noderate income persons within the borders of the
def endant nunicipality.

6. Setting a plenary hearing to determne the

def endant nunicipality's regional obligation due to its reclassi--




i previously prepared by the def endant nunici pality and whi ch has

t Laur el

‘Mount Laur el pUrposes.

Sewerage Authority, The Wanaque Valley Regional Sewerage Aut hor -

'al ready been signed by the plaintiffs as an additional renedy

7.~ Setting a plenary hearlng to deternlne whet her
this Court should revert to the standards set forth in " Mount
|" due to the actions of the State of hbm1Jersey t hat

have rendered the SDP and the concept map inappropriate for

8. Alowing the plaintiffs to anend the Com

plaint to include as parties defendant: The R ngwood Borough

ity, and The Passaic County Planning Board.
9. C(Qonpelling the defendant nunicipality and

t he def endant planning board to sign the settlenent agreenent

for non-conpliance with the order of the Court.

10. Preventing and barring the defendant muni ci pal -
ityfromoﬁenngforsanaornamngzmyremtyirmmwamms to any;
conner.ci &L and industrial property owned by ‘the def endant nuni ci pél i ty’
until its zoning ordinances are satisfactorily revised or until
all or part of its fair share of |ower incone housing is con-
structed and/ or firmcomitnents for its construction have been
made by responsi bl e developeré. .

Paintiffs shall rely upon the annexed Certifi ca-

tion and upon oral argument on the return date of the notion.

Pursuant to R 1:6-2(b), the plaintiff request s oral ar gunent .

A proposed formof Order is annexed. \‘;‘,,—4‘—‘”'T::>

Dat ed: qanuary3,1986 CREGORY J. CZ




