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ERIC NEISSER, ESQ.
BARBARA J. WILLIAMS, ESQ.
JOHN M. PAYNE, ESQ.

Constitutional Litigation Clinic

Rutgers Law School

15 Washington Street
Newark New Jersey 07102
201-648-5687

ATTORNEYS FOR URBAN LEAGUE PLAINTIFFS
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URBAN LEAGUE OF GREATER
NEW BRUNSWICK, et al.,
Plaintiffs,

v'

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

Defendants.

ELDERLODGE, INCORPCRATED,
a New Jersey Corporation,
Plaintiff,

V.

SOUTH PLAINFIELD BOARD OF
ADJUSTMENT BY ITS MAJORITY
MEMBERS (Ronald Hepburn,

Chairman; Carl Abbruzzese;

Robert Horne; Carl LaFerrara;

Cynthia GaNun, First

Alternate); BORCUGH OF SOUTH

PLAINFIELD BY ITS MAYOR AND

COUNCIL; JOHN GRAF, BUILDING

INSPECTOR OF THE BOROUGH OF
SOUTH PLAINFIELD; and

PLANNING BOARD OF THE BOROUGH

OF SOUTH PLAIMFIELD,
Defendants.
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SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
CHANCERY DIVISION

MIDDLESEX COUNTY

Civil Action

No. C-4122-73

LAW DIVISION
MIDDLESEX COUNTY

No. 56349-81

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION
TO HOLD SOUTH PLAINFIELD IN
CONTEMPT AND FOR RESTRAINTS

ML000967v




STATE OF NEW JERSEY g
COUNTY OF ESSEX ) ss.:

I, BARBARA J. WILLIAMS, being of full age, under oath, depose and say:

1. I am co-counsel for plaintiffs in the above-referenced matter and
file this Affidavit in support of Plaintiffs' Motion to held South Plainfield
in contempt and for Restraints réturnab]e before this Court on Monday, June
24, 1985 at 2:00 P.M.

2. This pending Motion is the second time the undersigned has been
required to seek the assistance of the Court regarding actions of the Borough
of South Plainfield which have been in contrayention of the Judgment As To
South Plainfield entered by this Court on May 22, 1984.

3. On October 26, 1984, I executed an Affidavit which was filed with
the Court in support of a Motion for Restraints against the Borcugh of South
Plainfield. Said Affidavit outlined in detail events which had occurred
subsequent tobthe entry of the Judgment which demonstrated the failure of
South Plainfield to comply with the Judgment of this Court. The facts set
forth therein included, but were not limited to, the following:

“7. On October 8, 1984, Angelo Dalto, Esq.

attorney for the Elderlodge Corporation,
informed the Court that the South Plainfield
Board of Adjustment had, on October 2, 1984,
granted Elderlodge's application to construct
Senior Citizen housing as originally submitted.

No references to Mount Laurel implications
or mandatory set asides were established"

(emphasis in original).




A copy of my Affidavit of Octotber 26, 1984 (without exhibits) is attached
hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference.

4. On or about November 15, 1984, my recollection is that this Court
orally entered on the record an Order Restraining the Borough of South
Plainfield or any of its agents or officers from granting any approvals,
building permits, or taking any other act%on affecting property within the |
Borough pending a determination by the Borbugh as to whether it would comply
with the terms of the Judgment and revise its ordinances in accord therewith.

5. After explicit assurances to the Court by legal representatives of -
the Borough of South Plainfield that it would so comply, the Court on December
13, 1984 entered an Order dissolving the general restraints, but retaining a
Timited restraint as to Elderlodge; providing for notification to plaintiffs
and requiring the Borough to enact the requisite ordinances no later than
January 31, 1985. (Exhibit B)

6. On June 17, 1985, I mailed to the Court a letter outlining various
facts relating to the zoning ordinances of the Borough not having been enacted
in compliance with the Judgment and Order of December 13, 1984, and reflecting
no action by the Borough within the last month towards enactment of such
ordinances. This letter is annexed as Exhibit C and incorporated herein by
reference,

7. My investigation from June 17, 1985 through June 21, 1985 has
revealed further action on the part of the Borough of South Plainfield, the

South Plainfield Board of Adjustment and the South Plainfield Planning Board

in derogation of the terms and conditions of the Judgment of this Court.




Morris Avenue Site

8. Paragraph 3(F) of the Judgment As To South Plainfield states in
totality:

"The Borough shall rezone the municipally owned

site of 6.15 acres on Morris Avenue, known as the

Morris Avenue site and designated as Block 111 lots 1-4,
Block 112 Lots 1, 2.01, Block 112, Lots 1.01, 2, 4,

5.01 and Block 115 Lots 1, 2, 2.01 and 3, exclusively
for development as a senior citizens' housing project
with a total of 100-150 units of which at least 50
percent will be affordable by low income households

with the balance affordable by moderate income house-
holds." (Emphasis added.)

9. The May 7, 1985 Agenda of the South Plainfield Board of Adjustment;
attached hereto as Exhibit D, reflects an item “Property on Morris Avenue.
Block 111 Lot 1, R-10, to erect a one family colonial hcme. Lot size: 220 X
109 irregular insufficent depth".

10. On June 19, 1985, William V. Lane, Esq., attorney for the Board of
Adjustment, confirmed that the variance had in fact been granted. He stated
that he "sincerely did not recognize this parcel as being part of the sites in
the Judgment." Mr. Lane was unaware as to whether a building permit had been
granted. I requested that he immediately advise the appropriate officials of
our objection to the grant of a building permit and that no building permit
should be granted pending resolution of this matter. He agreed to do so as of
the morning of June 20, 1985. According to Mr. Lane's reading of the minutes
during our telephone conversation, the applicant, Mr. Joseph Buccellato, had
owned the subject property at the time of entry of the Judgment.

Pomponio Avenue Site
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11, Paragraph 3(C) of the Judgment As To South Plainfield states in

totality:

"The Borough shall rezone the municipally owned

site of approximately 25 acres at the northern tip

of Kennedy Road, known as the Pomponio Avenue site

and designated as Block 448 Lots 2.01 and 4.01 and

Block 427 Lot 1.01, exclusively for multi-family

development at a density of 15 units per acre

with a mandatory set-aside of 10 percent low income

and 10 percent moderate income units, except that

the rezoning may provide for a development buffer

no more than 200 feet deep on the westernmost

portion of the site facing Clinton Avenue."
On June 19, 1984, Mr. Peter Calderone informed me that Block 448 Lots 2.01 and

4.01 was comprised of 32 acres not 25 acres.

12. The Borough of South Plainfield authorized the sale of a 23.33 acre
parcel of portions of Block 448 Lots 2.01 and 4.01 and Block 427 Lot 1.01 on
June 11, 1984. It was advertised for bid by the Borough on July 26, 1984 and
August 2, 1984 and the advertisement reflected a metes and bounds description
of the property offered for sale. A copy of the "Notice of Sale of Land" is
annexed hereto as Exhibit E. The property was sold to Mr. Larry Massaro on
August 13, 1984 for $1,270,318.50. A certified copy of the Borough resolution
of acceptance of the bid is annexed hereto as Exhibit F. Closing of title has
not taken place. Mr. Massaro entered into a contract on May 15, 1985 to sell
the subject parcel to K. Hovnanian Companies of New Jersey, Inc. K. Hovnanian
intends to build low and moderate income housing on said site in accordance
with the terms of the Judgment As To South Plainfield dated May 22, 1984.

13. An additional portion of Block 448 Lot 4.01 was authorized for sale

by the Borough of South Plainfield on October 9, 1984, It was advertised for
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bid on Novémber 1, 1984 and authorized for sale by Resolution of the Borough
on November 13, 1984, A certified copy of the Borough resolution accepting
the bid is annexed hereto as Exhibit G. D. DiGian & Son Construction Co.,
Inc. was the purchaser at a minimum bid price of $6,250.00. The closing,
transferring, of this land was held within the Tast two months.

The "Notice of Sale of Land" annexed hereto as Exhibit H indicates
that on May 14, 1984 the Borough of South Plainfield authorized the
adveftisement for public sale of two parcels of Block 448 Lot 4.01, with the
sale to take place on June 11, 1984. The "ﬁotice of Sale of Land" reflects
the name of D. DiGian & Son Construction Co., Inc. and $12,500.00 as the
amount of bid as to each of the two parcels. It is unknown to the affiant at
this time whether this sale was consummated, or the present status of this
property.

The agendas of the Planning Board of the Township of South
Plainfield reflect that on April 16, 1985 the Planning Board granted a
preliminary subdivision to Tonsar Corporation with respect to Block 448 Lot
4.01 contrary to the explicit terms of paragraph 3(C) of the Judgment (Exhibit
I). The agenda of the meeting of May 1, 1985 reflects passage of a
Resolution, presumably rélating to the grant of preliminary subdivision
(Exhibit J}. Consideration of final subdivision approval was also on the
agenda for the meeting of May 1, 1985. Id. The May 21, 1985 agenda of the
Planning Board reflects a Resolution relating to Tonsar Corporation and a
notation that final subdivision maps have been signed by the Chairman and
Secretary of the Board (Exhibit K). On June 19, 1984, Peter Calderone, Esq.,

attorney for the Planning Board, informed me no building permits had been
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issued. On June 20, 1985, I requested Alan Liebowitz, a student at Rutgers
Law School, telephone the Borough of South Plainfield to ascertain if a
bﬁilding permit had been issued. He was informed that permits had been issued
on May 16, 1985 to D. DiGian & Son Construction Company for Lots 4,03, 4.04
and 4.05 of Block 448 but not Lot 4.01. Frank Santoro, Esq., attorney for
South Plainfield, also indicated to me that a building }ermit had not been
issued yet, At my request, he agreed to immediately notify the appropriate
Borough officials that no building permit was to be issued until this matter
was resolved. However, later in the day Raymond Miller, Esq. informed me that
a building permit had been issued within the last month with respect to the
subject property and building had commenced. |
14. A portion of B]ock'427 Lot 1.01 was authorized for sale by the

Borough on February 27, 1984. It was advertised for public bid by the Borough
-on March»8, 1984 and March 15, 1984. On March 26, 1984, the Borough adopted a
Resolution accepting the bid. A certified copy of this resolution is annexed
hereto as Exhibit L. The purchasers were Michael Gallo and Marshall Rinker.
At the present time the property is under contract but cannot be conveyed
until subdivision approval is obtained.

The "Notice of Sale of Land" annexed hereto as Exhibit M reflects
that on May 14, 1984 the Borough of South Plainfield directed advertisement
for sale of a portion of Block 427 Lot 1.01, with the sale to be held on June
11, 1984, It further reflects the names of Marshall Rinker and Michael Gallo
and an amount of bid of $25,000. At this time, I do not know whether this is

an additional portion of Block 427 Lot 1.01, whether it was sold, or its

present status.
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15. The June 18, 1985 agenda of the Planning Board reflects an
application by "Gal-Ker-Christopher Avenue" with‘respect to Block 427 Lots
1.01 which also conflicts with the explicit designation of Block 427 Lots 1.01
as part of paragraph 3(C). This application sought final subdivision approval
to subdivide into 5 lots to construct houses for sale (Exhibit N).

16. On June 17, 1985, I wrote to Peter Calderone, Esq., attorney for the
Planning Board, objecting to the Planning Board's consideration of this site ’
(Exhibit 0). On June 18, 1985, Mr. Calderoﬁe agreed to attempt to secure the
consent of Gal-Ker for an extension of time pending resolution of this matter
or alternatively any approval would not vest against rights of the Urban
League. Mr. Leonard H. Selesner, attorney for the applicant Gal-Ker,
confirmed to me on June 20, 1985 that the final subdivision had been approved
subject to the foregoing restriction, and further advised that the Borough had
not previously informed his client of the existence of the Judgment As To
South Plainfield.

17. On June 19, 1985, Mr. Calderone informed me that Block 427 Lot 1.01
had been split into Lots 1.01, 1.02, 1.03 and 1.04 with Gal-Ker owning Lots
1.01, 1.02, 1.03 and 1.04 and Mr. Massaro owning 1.01 minus the Christopher
Avenue frontage owned by Gal-Ker. The Borough had separately sold portions of
Lot 1.01 to Mr. Massaro as noted in Paragraph 12 above and Gal-Ker. He
indicated there could be other parcels which had been sold by the municipality
to other entities or individuals which had not yet applied for subdivision
approval.

18. The foregoing provides every indication that notwithstanding the

existence of the Judgment of this Court, the Borough of South Plainfield
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advertised for bids, passed resolutions, and sold property explicitly subject
to the terms of the Judgment without notice to the plaintiffs and without
notice to the purchasers of the property as to the terms of the Judgment. It
has further been confirmed that as to the property discussed herein the
Planning Board and Zoning Board have granted approvals contrary to the
Judgment of this Court. Moreover, since it appears "new" Lot Numbers were
created in Block 427 out of Lot 1.01 so as to result in Lots 1.02, 1.03, 1.04
it is impossible to ascertain whether any other "new" lots have been created,
destroyed or acted upon by the town in a manner contrary to the Judgment and
inimical to the interests of the Urban League. Moreover, while all of this
action has been occurring the ordinances of the Borough remain not approved

over a year after the Judgment was entered by this Court.
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BARBARA J. WILLIAMS, ESQ.
Constitutional Litigation Clinic
Rutgers Law School

15 washington St., Newark, N.J. 07102
201/648-5687 .

"BRUCE S. GELBER, ESQ.

National Committee Against Discrimination in Housing
733 15th St. NW, Suite 1026
Washington, D.C. 20005

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
CHANCERY DIVISION
URBAN LEAGUE OF GREATER MIDDLESEX COUNTY
NEW BRUNSWICK, et al.,
Plaintiffs, Docket No. C 4122-73
VSe.
Civil Action
THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF
THE BOROUGH OF CARTERET,
et al., AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION
FOR CONSOLIDATION, TEMPORARY
RESTRAINING ORDER AND
INTERLOCUTORY INJUNCTION,
o o APPOINTMENT OF A MASTER AND
' NOTICE TO PLAINTIFF

‘ Defendaﬁts;

STATE OF NEW JERSEY)
COUNTY OF ESSEX )
N\

\-

BARBARA J. WILLIAMS, of full age, being duly sworn

- according to law, upon her oath depcses and says:

1. I am the attorney for plaintiffs in the above
referenced matter.

2. On or about"Juﬁe 8, 1982, Elderlodge, Inc., a
New jersey corporation, filed a suit in Lieu of Prerogative

Writs against the South Plainfield Board of Adjustment in the

Fxhibit A




Superior Court of New Jersey, Law Division, Middlesex County,
Docket No. L—56349¥8;, contesting the denial by the South
Plainfield Board of Adjustment of Elderlodge's request for a uée
variance. (Exhibit a)

3. Plaintiffs' complaint in its Third Count is pleaded.on

a Mt. Laurel theory and seeks Mt. Laurel relief in the form of

rezoning for low and moderate income housing.

4. The Honorable‘Eugene D. Serpentelli, J.S.C., oxrdered
the matter referred to in Paragraphs 2 and 3 above to be remanded
to the Board of Adjustment of the Borough‘of South Plainfieid

"in order to amplify and supplement the record pursuant to the

principles and rules applicable under South Burlington Cty.

NAACP v. Twp. of Mt. Laurel, 92 N.J. 158 (1983) {Mt. Laurel II)."

The Court furthermore ordered that the Board of Adjustment conduct
all hearings and render its decision in this matter within
90 days from the date said hearings shall be commenced.
(Exhibit B)
5., 0n May 22, 1984, the Court entered a Judgment As To

N

South Plainfield which inter alia established the "fair share;".

ordered the non-compliant ordinances to be revised; and specified‘
the parcels to be rezoned by the Borough of South Plainfield.
Included in the Judgment as a parcel to be rezoned was the
Elderlodge site. This site was to be rezoned for a 100 unit

multifamily development "with a mandatory set aside of 10% low

income and 10% moderate income units ..." (Exhibit C, § 3H)

[emphasis added]}




6. On July 9, 1984, William V. Lan=z, Esqg., counsel
for the South Plainfield Board of Adjustment, advised
Eric Neisser, Esq. that the Elderlodge matter had been
;carried at the request of the applicant.” (Exhibit D)

‘ 7. On October 8, 1984, Angelo Dalto, Esé., attorney
for the Eiderlodge corporation, informed the Court that
the South Plainfield,Boafd of Adjustment had, on

October 2, 1984, granted Elderlodge's application to

construct Senior Citizen housing as originally submitted.

"No references to Mount Laurel implicztions or mandatory

set asides were established.” (Exhibit E) [emphasis added]

8. Said approval of the Elderlodge site without a
mandatory set aside for low and moderate income housing
is in direct contravention of the terms of the Judgment As
To South Plainfield previously entered by the Court.

9. .On October 15, 1984, Judge Serpentelli reiterated
to counsel for Elderlodge that the purpose of the remand was
to suﬁplement the record before the Board of Adjustment
concerning Mt. Laurel grounds for relief. The Court did
notventer the Order dismissing the Blderloége action as
requested in light of the fact that thes Borough of South
Plainfield had not enacted a compliance ordinance meeting

its Mt. Laurel obligation. The Court instructed no municipal

official to take any action to authorize construction on the

Elderlodge parcel pending resolution of this issue. (Exhibit F)

-




10. On October 19, 1984 I wrote to Mr. Dalto reguesting

prompt notice by letter or telephone of any proposed action

relatingbto the Elderlodge site (including Board of Adjustment‘
or other official meetings at which the project might be
discussed). I advised him that the Urban League plaintiffs
would move on short notice for aﬁ injunction against any .
action in Souﬁh Plainfield that might prejudice their rights.
(Exhibit G)

11. Counsel for plaintiffs‘has identified a pattern of
non-compliance in South Plainfield's response to the judicial

orders referenced above. Its conduct with regard to

‘the Elderlodge site exemplifies bad faith on the municipality's

part in carrying out the Mt. Laurel objectives agreed to in

the May 22, 1984 Judgment:

(a) On August 22, 1984, Mr. Rosa submitfed to plaintiffs
a copy of a revised proposed draft of ordinances for the Borough
of South Plainfield. (Exhibit G-1)
\\(b) These draft ordinances were reviewed by
Mr. Alan Mallach and Eric Neisser, Esqg.

.(c) On September 5, 1984, Mr. Neisser wrote to

Mr. Rosa agreeing to the majority of the proposed ordinances,
excepting concerns as to mandatory tovnhouse and garden
apartment mix, the definition of townhouses and condominiums,

and certain cost generating features by the proposed

ordinances. (Exhibit G-2)




(d) No response was ever rsceived from any repre-
sentative of South Plainfield as to the three issues left
outstanding.

: (e) On September 25, 1984, Julze Serpentelli requested
Mr. Diegnan inform the Court of the exp=cted completién date
of the Court—ordeied revision of the zoning ordinances.’
(Exhibit H).

(£) Pursuant to the terms of the Judgmenf As To
South Plainfield, the.Borough of South Plainfield was required
to enact ordinances in compliance with tzrms of Order no later
than 120 days from date of the Judgment
The 120 days exbired on October 3, 16384.

(g) By letter dated October 4, 1984, Patrick Diegnan, Esq.
responded by advising the Court that revisions to South
Plainfield's zoning plan would not be apsroved until a complete

Planner, Robert Rosa Associates. (Exhibiz I)

\

to Mr. Diegnan reitexating the Court's Szstaxbar 25th

(h) On October 11, 1984, Cudca Ssrpentelli wrote

request for a specific time schedule 2s to the expectéd
completion date of the.zoning ordinancs rsvisions. The
Court reminded Mr. Diegnan that the Ccichzxr 3, 1984

deadline for that ordinance revision had cassad. (Exhibit J)

(i) On October 12, 1984, I wro=e to Mr. Diegnan

‘indicating the dissatisfaction of ths Urban League with
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Sbutﬁ Plainfield's intention to hold up Court-ordered revision
of its zoning ordinances until enactment of an updated Master
Plan and my intention to request appropriate relief absent an
indication from the Bdrough of intention to comply with Court-
ordered enactment of.compliant ordinances within 7 days of
October 12, 1984. (Exhibit K) I heard nothing from any
representative of South Plainfield within the specified time
period. |

(i) On October 19, 1984, I wrote to the Court
expressing the position of the Urban League that it was un-

reasonable and contrary to the mandate of Mt. Laurel II to

delay amendment of the zoning ordinances pending revision

of the Master Plan_énd suggesting it would be appropriate

to allow the Borough one last opportunity to enact a compliant
ordinance with a deadline of one properly noticed public
meeting. (Exhibit L)

(k) On October 22, 1984, a letter to Judge Serpentelli
from Patrick Diegnan, Esq. informed the Court that the next
'scheduled Public Meeting of the Mayor and Council of the
Borpugh of Souph Plainfield is Noverber 12, 1284. No
indication was provided-by this communication as to whether
ordinance revision would o? would not be considered
by the Council of the quough of Sou:zh Plainfield at that

meeting. (Exhibit M)

-+
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12. As of the date of this Affidavit, the Borough of
South Plainfield has not enacted compiiant ordinances nor has
it given any indication it will comply with the terms of the
Judgment by enacting such ordinances a+ ths November 12, 1984
meeting specified by Mr. Diegnan in his letter of
October 22, 1984.

13. The approval granted to the Elcéesrlodge site
without a mandatory seﬁ aside in violation of the Judgment
-of May 22, 1984 indicates that the set asidas applicable to
the other parcels subject to rezoning as a result of the
Judgment are also in jeopardy and plaintiffs will be irreparably
harmed if the actions of the Borough, its officers and agents
which may impair the terms and conditions of the Judgment
are not restrained.

14. Any action as fo other wvacant parcels in the
municipality by such governméntal entities will also
irreparably impair the position of the plaintiffs by reducing
the amount of land available for satisfaction of the fair
share at a time when the Borough of Scuth Plainfield has not
enacted compliant ordinances and has, in at least one instance,
violated the terms of the existing Judgment.

15. In the absence of a restraint enjoining such actions
as requested by plaintiffs in its motion, plaintiffs will
continue to be left in the posture to cbhbjscting to actions

taken by any entity or individual on bzhalf of South Plainfield

<




"after-the-fact. The existing status of the Elderlodge matter
aptly illustrates the irreparable prejudice that has and will
continue to occur to plaintiffs as a result.

l6. The consequences to the Borough of South Plainfiel@l
of enactment of the requested restraints are miﬁimal in
comparison to the harm reéulting to plaintiffs, especially
when viewed in light of action and inaction of the Borough
and its representatives set forth in this Affidavit which have

~transpired to date.

17. Plaintiffs have succeeded in this matter on the
merits. It is no longer a question of the "probability of
success" of the party seeking the restraint. ThekJudgment As
To South Plainfield was entered after plaintiffs' Motion for
Summary Judgment. Plaintiffs seek this restraint to
ensure that the Judgment is not consistently and continually
eroded by the Borough of South Plainfield or anyone acting
on its behalf.

léjﬂ The Borough of South Plainfield is out of time for
revising its ordinances. The 120 dzys mandated for revision
of the ordinances has long passed. While draft ordinances have
been submitted to plaintiffs and commznted upon by the Urban
League, the defendant haé provided both the Court and the
plaintiffs with correspondence that conveys virtually
nothing as to its intent or its efforts to comply with the

existing Judgment. As a result, plaintiffs request that a

[ 4
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Master be immediately appointed by the Court and that the
Mgster's responsibility be to review the proposed South
Plainfield draft ordinance and the comments of plaintiff
_thereén contained in Mr. Neisser's September 5, 1984 letter and,
Within 15 days,report to the Court as‘to his or her recommenda-
tions for revision of the ordinances of South Plainfield.

19. Consolidation of the Elderlodge and Urban League
suits is necessafy for the Urban Leégua to be able to properly
protect  and assert its position within'the context of the
Elderlodge litigatioh. -Common questions of law and fact exist
in both suits. The Elderlodge parcel is the subjéc£ of the

Court's Judgment of May 22, 1984 in the Urban League case

.and both suits seek relief on the basis of Mt. Laurel.

Resolution.of the existing inéonsistency of the Borough's action
and the Judgment can more efficiently take place in a consolidated
action.

20. In order to enable plaintifis to monitor the proposed
actions of all ihdividuals'and entities acting on behalf of
the Borough of South Plainfield, plaintiffs must have
notice of the contemplated actions in advance. Accordingly,
plaintiffs further move for an Order requiring that plaintiff
be provided with copies of any and all agendas, meeting notices,
proposals, etc. that could in any way affect or impact upon
the ability of South Plainfield to satisfy its fair share of low
and moderate income housing which the Judgment mandates it provide.

SWORN TO and SUBSCRIBED 22 554;

before me this 26th day B\Z\R}i ‘z( J. WILLIAIVIS
of October, 1984.

ogttum M Hyerg/
Qtj)rney at Ly, J e of New Jersey




BARBARA J. WILLIAMS, ESQ.

Constitutional Litigation Clinic

Rutgers Law School _ » ‘
15 Washington St., Newark,N.J. 07102

201/648-5687

BRUCE S. GELBER, ESQ.

National Committee Agst Discrimination
in Housing

733 15th St. NW, Suite 1026

Washington, D.C. 20005

~ ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY

CHAMCERY DIVISION
URBAN LEAGUE OF GREATER MIDDLESEX COUNTY
NEW BRUNSWICK, et al., ;
: 4 Docket No. C 4122-~73
Plaintiffs,
Civil Action
vs.

THE MAYQOR AND COUNCIIL OF
THE BORQUGH OF CARTERET,
et al.,

Defendants. ORDER

Urban League plaintiffs having moved to consolidate

Elderlodge, Inc. v. South Plainfield Board of Adjustment, et al.

(hereinafter Elderlodge, Inc., Docket No. L 56349-81}'with

Urban League cf Creater New Brunswick v. The Mayor and Council

of the Borough of Carteret, et al., for a Temporary Restraining

Order and Interlocutory Injuncfion, Appointment of a Master,
and Notificatiq& of Actions of the defendant and its
represéntatives, the Couit having reviewzd all documents
submitted, and having heard the arguments of all interested

parties, and for good cause shown:

IT IS oN THIS /3 day of __ &L , 1984,

Exhibit B




O RDERE D, that the matters of Elderlodge, Inc. v. South

Plainfield Board of Adjustment, et al., Docket No. L 56349-81,

and Urban League of Greater New Brunswick et al v. The Mavor

and Council of the Borough of darteret, ét al., bocket No.

C 4122-73 are hereby Cdnéolidated; and

IT IS FURTHER O R D E R E D, that the Borough of South
Plainfield and any of its official bodies, officers and agents are
specifically prohibited from granting a final use variance or

building permit with respect to the property at issue in Elderlodge,

;nc. v. Borough of South Plainfield, Docket No. L 56349-81. Said
municipal entities are permitted to process and approve any othér
applications and take any other actions regarding the subject site
but such processing, approvals and actions (ihcluding, but not
limited, to the action of the South Plainfield Planning Board on
October 2, 1984) shall not, until further Order of this Court,
create any vested use or zcning rights or give rise to a claim of
reliance against a claim by the Ufban Léague plaintiffs.or an
~ Order of this Court for revision of the South Plainfie1d zoning
ordinances in accord with the obligation of South Plainfield to
provide opportunities for the development of its fair share of
fhe regional need for low and moderate income housing; and

IT IS FURTHER O R D E R E D, that the Borough of South
Plainfield shall complete the revision of its zoning ordinances

and complete the first reading of said ordinances at the first regular
meeting in January, 1985, but in no event later than January 10, 1985 and that the
second reading and final passage occur no later than January 31, 1985.

IT IS FURTHER O R D E R E D, that the Borough of South
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Plainfield and all governmental bodies, officers and agents thereof

:including, but not limitéd'ﬁo, the South Pléinfield Zoning Board of

Adjustment, South Plainfield Planning Boa:d; andABuilding Inspector

provide counsel for the Urban League plaintiffs with at least

fourteeq (14) days’® written:notice,-addressed to Brdce Gelber, Esq.,
-at 733 Fifteenth St. NW, Suite 1026, Washington, D.C. 20005 and
Barbara J. Williams, Esq., at 15 Washington Street;.Newark, N.J. 07102,
of the filing, placement on agenda, or other action regarding any
applicaticn concerning any parcel of vacant land in the Eorough of
South Plainfield, and‘plaintiffé are granted permission to file a
motion for further relief concerning any such application on five (5)
days' notice to counsel for the Borough of Soﬁth Plainfield, the
South Plainfield Zoning Board of Adjustment? and the South'Plainfield
Planning Board; and '

vIT IS FURTHER O R D E R E D, that the temporary restraint
against the Borough of South Pléinfield, Zoning Board of Adjustment
"and Planning Board ordered‘by tﬁis Court on November 15, 1984 is

hereby vacated.
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EUGENE D. SERPENTELLI, J.S5.C.
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Campus at Newark

School of Law-Newark « Constitutional Litigaticn Clinic
: ) SI. Newhouse Center For Law ond Justice
15 Washington Strest - Newark - New Jersey O7:02-3192 - 201/648-5687

June 17, 1985

The Honorable Eugene D. Serpentelli
Judge, Superior Court

Ocean County Court House

Toms River, New Jersey 08754

Re: Urban League v. Carterst
No. C-4122-73

Dear Judge Serpentelli:

I am writing to seek the assistance of the Court in
passage of ordinances of South Plainfield which have not been
passed despite the Order of the Court of December 12, 1984.

-* The following sequence of events has occurred relevant to
the current situation.

On November 19, 1984, Alan Mallach, plaintiffs' expert,
and Linda Dodd-Major, a law student at Rutgers, met with
Robert Rosa, of Robert E. Rosa Associates, South Plainfield's
expert. I was not in attendance due to a death in my family.
This meeting resulted in significant changes to the proposed
ordinances and major agreement of and betwesen the parties with
only a few minor matters remaining in dispute.

Shortly after this meeting, Mr. Rosa entered the hospital
until on or about December 14, 1884. On December 12, 1984, I
requested Mr. Diegnan to forward to me a copy of the ordinances
as revised comporting with the changss made -at the
November 19, 1984 meeting. Mr. Diegnan responded by letter
dated December 19, 1984 indicating that Mr. Rosa had been
experiencing a computer breakdown and would forward same.

By letter dated December 18, 1984, Mr. Rosa forwarded three
separate drafts for consideration of the Planning Board.

I spoke with Mr. Rosa on January &, 1985 and proposed
certain modifications so as to enable the parties to be in total
agreement as to the terms of the ordinance. Mr. Rosa indicated
that the drafts received contained significant word processing
problems and he would forward a new drzft with the amendments
I proposed if accepted by the Planning Board that evening.

On January 9, 1985, I spoke with Mr. Rosa and he indicated the
changes were acceptable to the Planning Board and would be
incorporated in the oxrdinance. Mr. Frank Santoro replaced

Mr. Diegnan as attorney for South Plainfield on January 1, 1985.

xhibi
Counsel Frank Askin-Jonothan M. Hyman [Admfnzgrog}/e%%e%ra -~ Eric Naisser-Barbara J Wilioms




The Honorable Eugene D. Serpentelli -2- 6/17/85

On February 13, 1985, Linda-Dodd Major inguired as to the
status of the ordinances. By letter dated February 15, 1985,
from William T. DeSabato, Borough Clerk, wa were informed the
ordinances had been introduced on February 11, 1985 and a public
hearing was scheduled for March 11, 1985. He forwarded to us
copies of the introduced ordinances. On February 26, 1985, I for-
warded the ordinances to Mr. Mallach for review and requested
Linda Dodd-Major review the ordinances with respsct to compliance
with the November 19, 1984 meeting agreemesnts.

On March 7, 1985, Ms. Major reported to me that the
ordinances did not comport with the agreemants reached at the
" November 19 meeting and significant discrapancies existed. We
attempted to reach Mr. Santoro on March 7, 1985 and March 8, 1985
without success and Ms. Major drafted and I signed a letter to him
on March 8, 1985 outlining the matters not reflected in the ordinances
but agreed upon. Ms. Major reached Mr. Santoro on March 11, 1985.

He had not received our letter, but Ms. Major outlined the discrep-
.ancies to him. o '

On March 12, 1985, I received several telephone calls from
Mr. English, Mayor of South Plainfield. I telephoned Mr. Santoro
to ascertain whether he wished me to talk with his client directly.
I did not speak to Mayor English and we agreed that all
communication would be by and between ourselves. He informed me
that passage had been delayed pending his analysis of the amendments
and action was expected on March 25, 1985.

I received a letter from Mr. Santoro dated March 28, 1985
indicating that on March 18, 1985 the matter had been referred to
the Planning Board because he deemed the changes of a substantive
nature. Subsequently, I received a letter from Mr. Santoro dated
April 4, 1985 indicating that the Planning Board was to advise
the Major and Council as to what changes were acceptable or not
acceptable in writing so as to expedite passage by Council. I
received a lettexr dated April 18, 1985 from Barbara Ciccone,
Planning Board Clerk, reflecting agreement with all but two changes.

On May 2, 1985, I discovered an error had-been made with
respect to the changes outlined in our March 8 letter; 712.2a
had been changed to a density of 12 units per acre in contra-
- distinction to paragraph 3c of the Judgrment of South Plainfield
mandating 15 per. acre. I wrote to Mr. Santoro on HMay 3, 1985
apprising him of this error and requested Council change the
ordinance back as originally drafted. I indicated in that letter
that I would be happy to discuss this matter with Council should
it be necessary.

I received a telephone call from Mr. Santoro's secretary on or
a2bout May 14, 1985 asking whether I could appear at the
Council meeting of May 20, 1985. I indicated I would be available
and requested Mr. Santoro call me. I rezched Mr. Santoro on
May 16, 1985 and reguested that any such mseting be held in closed
session on the basis of "pending litigation" and be limited solely
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to the change at issue. He indicated that a joint special meeting
of the Planning Board and Council might possibly bz held the
following Thursday, May 23, 1985 and hs would advise me if my
presence was necessary for that meeting. Mr. Santoro did not call
me back.

Unable to reach Mr. Santoro by telephone I wrote to him on
June 11, 1985 requesting to be advised as to the status of this
matter. I was able to reach him by phonz2 on June 14, 1985. I was
very surprised to learn at that time that neither the Planning Board
nor the Council had done anything since our May 16, 1985 telephone
call. While this was purportedly due to the fact that the Planning
Board did not meet in May and now is on “summer schedule" and I
was assured the matter would be considered by the Planning Board
on June 24, 1985 and Council on July 6, 1985, the situation is
such that I am not at all sure this w1ll happen without the
assistance of the Court.

While the situation has been slightly exacerbated by the error
set forth in the proposed amendmants, thz failure of the ordinances
to reflect the agreement of the parties at the point it was
originally submitted to the Planning Board and Council was not a
situation of our making. To change the ordinance language back
to what it originally was should not require a resubmission to the
Planning Board which had recommended the original language.

I did not bring this situation to thes attention of the Court
because I sincerely felt that passage of the ordinances was
imminent. This no longer appears to bs the case. In the last
month, absolutely nothing has happened and continuad inaction by
South Plainfield can only detrimentally afifect my client.

Accordingly, I respectfully request the Court take whatever
action it deems advisable to expedite passage of the outstanding
ordinances.

: Respectfully,- J///f”
@ Lrn
’ - Barbaz éf:;allllams

"cc/Frank Santoro, Esqg.
Peter J. Calderone, Esqg.
William V. Lane, Esqg.
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SOUTH PLAINFIELD BOARD OF ADJUS!IMzliy

7-85 -~ ALFREDO ANNUNZIATA

12-85 - GIUSEPPE SIVO

2-82SP - ELDERIODGE, INC.

41-84 ~ THOMAS PIETRZAK

13-85 ~ JOSEPH BUCCELLATO
/ﬂ(,, Y4 K’,e x_{'.,}l
2 52 4/,&{’,/ PRS2
A B L0 AT 07080
7S¢ G423
14-85 - RAYMOND S. MILLER

g . 7

AGENDA

PUBLIC HEARING
Fay 7, 1985
§:00C p.m.

Property at 207 Maple Ave.
"Block 193, Lot 4, OBC-2 zon

Lot size: 50 x 140

To use existing garage_fo/build
kitchen cabinets & to entlose
existing porch for display of
cabinets

Non-conforming use

(continued from April 2, 1985)

Property at 232 Lowden Ave.
Block 276, Lot 7.01, R-15 zon

Lot size: 125 x 225 \//’/
To convert to two dwellings
for residence of a family member
- Non-conforming use (continued from
April 2, 1985)
Property on Hamilton Blvd.
Block 259, Lots 5, 6.01, 6.02, 7, A2
OBC-2 zone/R-7.5 zone _
Lot size: approx. l.4 acres
To erect a senior citizen housing
project
(Use Variance granted Oct.2, 1984)
Insufficient side & rear yards
. Parking interpretation required
.~  Site Plan (continued from April 2,1985

[

Property on 1877 Bell Place
Block 407, Lot 43, R-10 zon
Lot size: 75 x 130
To erect a deck

Insufficient setba

Property on lorris Avenue

Toclk 111, Lot 1. E=~IU zone

To erect a one-family colonial hgme
Lot size: 220 x 109 irregular
nsufficient depth

e it

Property on Rush St.

Block 315, Lot 7, R-10 zone

Lot size: 6.9 acres

To erect 21 two-family residential home
Non-conforming use

Page 1 of 2

Exhibit D




SOUTH PLAINPIELD BOAHD Op ADduoiiimiil

7-85 -~ ALFREDO ANNUNZIATA

12-85 - GIUSEPPE SIVO

2-825P - ELDERLODGE, INC.

h1-84 -~ THOMAS PIETRZAK

13-85 ~ JOSEPH BUCCELLATO
/(‘ ~ys ,V‘ //!.

P32 /Lf/i .

T Gz
14-85 - RAYMOND s. MILLER

—

oA . /-'/ gs 07050

AGENDA

PUBLIC HEARING
May 7, 1985
§:00 p.m.

Property at 207 Maple Ave.
Block 198, Lot 4, OBC-2 zon

Lot size: 50 x 140

To use existing garage_to/build
kitchen cabinets & to entlose
existing porch for display of
cabinets

Non-conforming use

(continued from April 2, 1985)

Property at 232 Lowden Ave.
Block 276, Lot 7.01, R-15 zone
Lot size: 125 x 225
To convert to two dwellings
for residence of a family member
- Non~conforming use (continued from
April 2, 1985)

! Property on Hamilton Blvd. /
Block 259, Lots 5, 6.01, 6.02, 7, A2
OBC~2 zone/R-7.5 zone .

Lot size: approx. l.4 acres
To erect a senior citizen housing
project
(Use Variance granted Oct.2, 1984)
Insufficient side & rear yards
- Parking interpretation required
.~  Site Plan (continued from April 2,°1985

Property on 1877 Bell Place
Block 407, Lot 43, R-10 zong
Lot size: 75 x 130
To erect a deck
Insufficient setba

Propsrty on Morris Avenue
Tock 111, Lot 1, R- zone

To erect a one~family colonial home
Lot size: 220 x 109 irregular
nsufficient depth

Property on Rush St,

Block 315, Lot 7, R-10 zone

Lot size: 6.9 acres

To erect 21 two-family residential hom
Non-conforming use

Page 1 of 2
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'u.," 'l Seuih 5' amntaid
2y heid on Jutar 3, 1654, I was Giresledioddverhise
dayor ang Council wili meel i iha Muricipa Budairg, 2462
hetd Avenue, Scuth Flainticid. New Jersey, on August 13, 1984

X} pv 1o crpuse and sell al 8 pubiic sale to the taghes! bidder,
10oing 10 terms of sale on (ile with 1he Borm;gn Ciern_the proper-
'$Cnibed below.

ke further notica that the Mayor and Council have, by resotulica
pursuant (o law, fixed the Mummum price at which sa.d property

be soid together with ad other detadls perinent, $3.6 Mummuym '
» being as shown below, plus costs of prepaiing deeds and :
36ing this sale.

ke further notice Ihat al s¢l sale ocany gate or place 1o which iy

ba adjouined, the Mayot and Council reserve the nght in jis
retion to reject any or all bids and (o sell §8id property 1o such .

ar as it may select, dus tegard being given (o terms and manner’
dyment 1 Case ona ¢r Mmore minimum bids shait be receved. '

20n accepiance of the minimum bid or bid above mimimum, by -
Councit and the peyment theraol by the purchaser according 10f
mannar of purchase in accocdance with terms of salg on lile, the .
Hugh will deliver a Bargain and Seie Deed {or saud premises.
s/Wiilism T, DeSabato, Borough Clerk

ids to be adveniised in Tha Reporter on July 26, 1684 and August,
384 t0 be 5014 on August 13, 1984 1 the Municipal Butiding, 248_0

.
(RN

ntield Avanus, SOum Pumh.la. Naw Jersey at 800 p.m,
ck Lots . Nsme - ¢ Icsmnl Aml. of 8id
- plo . Lawrence . . Clinton &
7 ot " Massare” * . **Pomponia 31 270 3"’”(

. DI ¢ - D LI LR !‘:.

: plo . ] H . R - e
8 40 i L C. .

.. SCerdg-ULE LAY .- IR Bt I
.2 S MG VS . sis ..
#.3% - ! METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTION ' -“‘:' %:‘" AL IR

. *

- © PORTION OF LOI' 1 01 N BLOCK 427

" PORTION OF LOT 4 01 IN BLOCK 448 )
EGINNING 2t 8 point on the easierly sideline of SOUTH CLIN- ’
¥ AVENUE (80" RO.W) Said point being N. 0__ - 17'E, distant
00 teut trom the northerty sidelice of PFOMPONIQ AVEnUE [
W.Jas shown on the Tax Assessment Maps of the Borcugh ol
th Piaintield and funning thence: § .7 .
N.0_ - 17 €, along the eag(erly sldume of SOUTH CUNTON-
:NUE. a distance af 363.43 feet -
5.76 _.52'-30" £ atong the soulheﬂy boundasies ot Lot 11.021n
<k «9 and Lot 30.01 in Biock 308, a distance of 1184.92 !eol.
18 of 1855, 10 a point; thence
S. 85 .- \5’ €. slong ihe southerly boundanes of Lot 53 in Biock
i, Lot 34 ie Block 427, and along the rear line of Lots f‘onlmg on
RISTOPHER AVENUE, a gistance of 953.96 feel, more ol less, toa .
at on the wasterly sideline of the proposed extension of RUSH
REET (50 R.O.W.); thence tha follawing tmae\coqrset'a}ong;tpo_
t mentioned westerly sideline: ‘ - £,
Southerly aiong a curva 0 the lelt, having a radius of 325.00 feet,*
8rc length distance of 6341 fect, more of fess, 10 a point ot
gency; thence
$ 14 - 59" - 0" E. a distance of 100.00 feet. more or less, lo n-
| 0! Curvatura; thence
Southerly along a curve to the ugm having a radius o1 275.00 Ieel.,
ar¢ lengihdistanca of 94.75 1eet, more or less, to a point of !angen-
on e westerly sideling of SECOND RLACE (50" R.OW.) thence *
$. 4_. - 45" W. alang the westerly s«delina of SECOND PLAGE a; !
Hanceots.51 fest, more or Jbancg i 2
N.85__ - 15" W. a distance of 100 00 feet to a point; lhenc
S 4__- 45 V. 3 gistance of 350.00 feet 1o a point on the nonnerly
teling of POMPONIO AVENUE (50" R.O.W.); \hence
R N. 85 - 15' W. along the northarly si«deline of POMPONCO
/ENUE, a distance of 410.32 feet, mora or less, {0 2 point; thence: .
1) N. 89_. - 43’ Vi. still along the northerly sideiina 0t POMPONIO
JENUE, a distance of 275.14 {eet, more o7 less, {0 a point. thence,
23N, 1 __+ 15" E. a distance of 10.00 feet to a point on the nouh?rly_
deune ‘of POMPONIO AVENUE (60' R.O.W.); thence [
3) N. B9 __ - 4T W. slong the nonnerly sigeline of POMFONIO
JVENUE, A distance of £35.85 feet, more of less, to a point; thence
4} N.O__- 17" E. along the easterly bpundary of Lot 1 in Elock “8 a
stance of 530.00 fee! to a paint; thence :
5} N. 89__ - 43" W. glong the northerly boundcry of Lot ¢
block 448, a disance of 815.00 leet 10’3 point on the easleﬁy
de(l;ne of SOUTH CLINTON AVENUE, tha point and pisce of BEGIN.
ING. . £ [
Being funher gescribed as portions of Lot 1.01 in Blogk 427 ang
014.01in Block 448. Containing 23.33 acres, more or less, subject to
isciosures of an accurale survey. Subject 10 all easements of record
nd nol of recod, includmg draindge easemems 85 c@corded in poak

Lo Mnae Dara A1

dpaiibe -




I

;38 it regolbed, by the Mayor and Council of the Borough of South Plainfield,
New Jersey, that: "

The bid of Lawrence Massaro, 3122 woodland Avenue,
South Plainfield, N. J. in the amount of 31,270,318.50 for
_ property known as a portion of lot 1.01 ia block 427 and a
portion of lot 4.01 in block 448 as more particularly described
in Schedule "A" attached hereto be acceptad, said property being
owned by the Borough of South Plainfield and not needed for public
purpose or use, sale being made subject to the conditions advertised.

//%Appxoved .................... Augnst.l3..... . 1984
of e

.......... T . 8/ Iichzel English

............................................

Clnk of the Borowgh of South Plainfisld Mayor of the Borough of Sosth Pliinfield

1 cectify che foregoing to be a true and cocrect
abstract of a resolution regularly passed at a meet-
sng of the Common Council of the Borough of
Suuth PlainEeld, held

......... August.13%,.1984.....

and in that respect a true and correce copy of
COMMITTEE

ity minutes,

....................................

------------------------------------

....................................




447

gﬁﬂ it tﬁﬁﬁihfh, by the Mayor and Council of the Borough of South Plainfield,
New ] ersey. that: '

: " The bid of D. DiGian & <Jon Construction Co., Inc.

in the amount of #6,250.00 for property known as part of lot
4,01 in block 448 as more particularly described in Schedule "A"
attached hereto, be accepted, said property being owneéd by the
Borough of South Plainfield and not needed for public purpose or
use, sale being made subject to conditions advertised.

-,

A proved ................... Noyember .13. 84
i //fi_, VO el 7 ?

...........................................

Clnh of 2be Borowgh of South Plsinfield

1 certify the foregoing to be a true and correct

abstract of a reolution regularly pamed at a meet-

e ' ing of the Common Council of the Borongh of
) ' ) South Plainficld, held

November .13,..1984......

........

--------- prrerrrre ey and in that respeet a true and correce copy of
COMMITTEE ity minutes.

....................................

....................................

....................................




- 2 TUUTMETES & BOUNDS DESCRITZ10NM
LT el dedTiiog Wi o agud and WMIMon (.sounc.l Iu'b'!ha LMC.1584 PART OF BLOGCK 448, LOT 4 0
orough of South Pramheld, County of Middiesex, Siate o . e
evrs.;uyoholod on May 14, 1984, } was ditected to advertise the fact BOROUGH OF SOUTH PLAINFIELD, MEwy JERSEY
'3 Mayor and Councit will meet in the Municipa Buiding, . BEGH

. South Plaintisid, New Jersey, on June 11, 1984 ot ypey
m’:’:ﬂ zﬁ‘::p‘:usgna ol a a public sale to the highest bidder, ac- R.O.W. and the westerly sidelina of SECOND PLACE (formerty SE.
21aINg 10 termastPaie on file with the Borough Clarx, the proparty  conp STREET), having a 50° ROW, as srown ca 1he Tae Assess.
ascrabcofﬁ?\:.’h . ) ment Mapa of the Borough of Soutn Plaintieid, reviseg Deceraper 30, -
Take lusther notice that the Mayor and Council have, by rasolution 1583, and running thence
d pursuant to law, fixed the minimum price at which said propeity {N.85°.15'w. along the northerly sideung of WEST AVENUE, »
Il be said together with all other detaits perinent, said minimum  gigiancs of 100.00 fast (o a point; thonce
iICe being as shown belaw, pius costs ol prepasing M and (7N, 4°. 45 E. a gistance of 100,00 teet 1o a peat: thence
vertising this sale. o - (3)S.85*-15'F. o distance of 100.00 feel 1o a zcint on the westeny
Take lurther notica 1hat af et sale of any date or place to which it sideline of SECOND PLACE; thence
 be adjourned, Ine Mayor and Councii 1338rve 1he right In its 4) S. 4° - 45' W, alang the westerly sidehne of SECOND PLACE, a,
Cretion 1o teject any or all bids and to sell 3aia property 1o such distance of 100.00 1set to the point and place ot SZGINMNING.
Ider a3 it may setect, due regasd being given to terms and manner Being further describeg and designatad as Los 211 Inrough 214,
Payment in case one or more minln!um bids shall be Facsived. inclusive, albin Block ), as shown On amap entitled, “Soutn Plaintieid 4
Jpon acceplance of the minimum big or bid above mimimum, by Hoighls,"” filed Juiy 3, 1908, in the M.ddiesex County Cierk’s Ott:ce as
 Councit and the payment thersol by ihe purchases sccording 1o \yan No. 474, in File No, 23
 Manner of purchase In accordance with terms of sate on file, he  sile of the property describeg above will be mace subject 1o the
ough will deliver a Bargain and Saie Deed for said premisas. : following conditions:

A s/Willam T. DeSabato, Borough Elerk ‘1. The conveyance by the Borough of So,tn Plainfisid snail b by

4 an LA bargain ang sale deed, without Cavenants, and wiihcut reprasenta.
4 10 be sold on June 11, 1584 at the Municipal Building, 40 tions as i tha marketability of title, i he eveni 1~e
nliela Avenue, South Plaintield, New Jarsey at 8:00 p.m,

€ Purchaser snail -
determine that titie to the Property in question sha. 3Gt be goed ang
ch  Lots Name . Stuset Amt of Bid Matkatable, any questions ag 10 markelabiiity of tit:e shai, e sub-
plo D.DiGian & Son i - i1 mitted to the Borough Cierks Ottice within
401 ‘ < ol

sale, In the event 53id questions haye not
'S " . i ¢, day period, then and in that evem aj QUESHIONS raialing 1o tna

arced - : o Mmarketability of title shall be deemed waived and 1his maiter shaii
8 (Y1 Construction Co.inc.  Second P1. . $12,500,00

proceed to closing ot titte within 90 days of 1e caie of s3ie.
/o D.DiGian & Son - . S 2. Easomenls. both of recorg and not of recorg,
401 R . Tl > . . 3. Restrictiona of fecord, :
o - e e e * Y 4 Zoning ordinance of the Borough of Sauin Plainfieid as prasentry
arced

constituled without fepresentations as to the usa to which s3id pro-
] v Construction Co. Inc. Second P1. $12,500.00 perty can be put,
METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTION sd 5. In the event that the p
PART OF BLOCK 448, LOT 401 7. paythe Consideration therelor within the time 2 e,
PARCEL 1 N B thenin that avent, the Borough ot South Plaintigig My, atits own op-
BOROUGH OF SOUTH PLAINFIELD NEW JERSEY tion, exercise any or all of the tollowing rights:
GINNING a1 a point of Intersection formed by ths nonhaer + (@ Daclare the ransaction ny) and voig.
ine 0§ POMPONIO AVENUE ('ormoﬂ,\ MIDDLESEX AVENLIE), i

%0
H
m
82
20
[~]
“
]
3
¢
:
®
&
[}
3
g
H
s
3
]

interest on the purchase prica at the fa13 0f 3% (per cany) poar
" ¥y®ar plus $1.00 por day to be Compulsa from tre datect the
sale to the date of closing of 1
4 . Borough,
15°-15°W. along the northerly sidsline of POMPONIO AVENYE, (¢} Any other rights as provided by law whicn may be avaih
ance of 100.00 fest {0 a point; thence g’ able to the Borough,
4° - 45'E. a distance of 100.00 test to a paint; thence 6. The cost of advertising, preparation and litling of 1~ geed snay ke
35°.15°E. 3 chstam:cE of 100.00 test 1o a point on tha westorly paid by the purchasey,
'8 of SECOND PLACE: thence 7. The purchaser shall make 3 lication for any 1 vifed sud-
4° - 45’ W. along the waslerly sidaline of SECOND PLACE a qmsjon,p PP ¥ reg
e of 100.00 Ieel 10 the point and place of BEGINNING, © 8. Allcosts of Subdivision, including but pot limited 1o cn site ang oty -
'3 further described and designated as Lots 233 through 394, site improvements as requiced by appropriare 8csough Boargs,
ve, all in Block |, a3 shown on a map entitled, * SOUTH PLN{" Agencies and Officers, shail be paid by the purchaser.
HEIGHTS, " tilad July 3, 1308, in the Miadiesex County Clerk’s 2 Times: 5-24-84 and 6-1-84
33 Map No. 474, in File No. 23. - 1+ Feeo: $79.04

itle or catp of r&CiSion by the
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ROLL CALL

PLANNING BOARD
BOROUGH OF SOUTH PLAINFIELD
APRIL 16, 1985

AGENDA

OPEN PUBLIC MEETINGS ACT ACKNOWLEDGHENT

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE APRIL 3, 1985 MEETING

AUDIENCE COMMENTS: OTHER THAN AGENDA ITEMS

RESOLUTIONS:

A.

B.

C.

D,

E.

#84-2/V

#84-13/V

#85-3/V

#A/366

CUREENT FILES:

A,

B.

C.

#8L-2/V

#85-1

#85-5

Gallo & Rinker - Christopher Estates
Block A37, lots 2.01, 2,02, 2,03

D. DiGian & Son ~ Matis Strset
Block 3956, lota 1 thru 7 -

Block 404, Lots 8, 9, 10, 11, 14

Dispensa - Woodland Avenus
Block 74, 1ot 1

Semerset Trust Company - Stelton Road
Block 528, Lot 67

South Plainfiold Recrsation - Pitt Strest Park

.. S

Gallo & Rinker -~ Christopher Estates

Block 437, Le*s 2.01, 2.02, 2.03 _
Zone: R-_.2

(Final subdivision maps have been signed by the

"t Chedwran £ Sacoshany Af the Rannd

Sanitation Truck Repair Co., Inc. -~ Roossvelt A:jzy
Block 303, Lot 1 ‘
Zone: M-3

(Sseking subdivision approval to subdivide into two
lots to construct warshouse--CLASSIFICATION ONLY.)

Seider - OfDeonchua Avenuc

Block 29, lot 8

Zone: R 7.5

(Seeking subdivision sppreval to subdivide into two

lots to convey one lot to daughter—CLASSIFICATION ONLY.)

Exhibit I




AGENDA | 2 APRIL 16, 1985

6. D. #85-6/V -~ Peyry - New York Avenus
Biock 427, Lot 5
ons: R-10. :
(Seeking subdivision approval to subdivide into two
lots to sell newly craated-lot—and._yariance approval—
c JATION ONLY. )

e

-

Tonsar Corporation - Second Placs

Block 448, Lot 4.01

Zone: R-l1-2

(Seeking preliminary subdivision approval to subdivi
into four lots to construst houses for sale.)

= PUBLIC HUEARINGSS
'zo Ao #8“—20

Pelmont Buildsrs = RandoIph & Uaklend Avenues

Black 272, 1ot 8.

Zone: R-~10

Seeking preliminary subdivision approval to subdlivide
two lots to sell newly craated lot and variance
approval on both lots for insufficient front footage

nd square footage, new lot would have insufficient
side yard and existing lot would continue to have
insufficient setback.)

B. #8,-28/V

C. #360/V - J. L, Sullivan Auto Bedy, Inc. - Hamilton Blvd.
, Lot 10

D, #365/V - nowitz - Rooaovelt Avenue
Block 293, Lot 3

one: M-3
{Seeking site plan approval to construct a building for
storags aid fabricstion arnd variance approval for insuf-
ficient rear yard, side yard, width, area, depth, and
frontage, )
8. COMMITTEE REPORTS:

A. Strest Vacation Committee: Mr. Gra’

'B. Strest Naming Committee: lr, Disna

C. Executive & Finance Committee: Mr, Kelly

D. Route 287 Study Committec: ur. Spisso

E., Strest Design Rsview Committze: Mr. Ackerman




PLANNING BOARD
BOROUCH OF SOUTH PLAINFIELD

MAY 1, 1985

AGENDA

ROLL CALL
OPEN PUBLIC MEETINGS ACT ACKNOWLEDGENENT
APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE APRIL 14, 1985 MEETING

AUDIENCE COMMENTS: OTHER THAN AGEMDA ITEMS

- s P
onsar Corpr“=*Seeend‘iiii£;;2) Q:r\
Block 448, Lot 4.01

Pelmont Builders - Randolph & Oakland Avenues
Block 272, lot 8

RESOLUTIONS:

A. #8L-20

B. #84,-28/V

C. #302 ~ Criscola - Ryan Street,
Block 477, Lot 134
D. #360/V - Sullivan Auto Body -/Hamilton Blvd.
Block 420, Lot 10
- Slkanow1tz - Roosev lt Avenue

E. #365/V
, Block 293. Lot 3

CURRENT FIIES:

A, #84-13/V - D. DiGian & Son - Matis Estates I1 b//,
' Block 396 lots 1 thru 7
Block LO4, Lots 8, 9, 10, 11, 14
Zone: R-1-2
(Final subdivisior maps have been signed by the
Chairman & Secretary of the Board.)

B. #83~-18 - J.B. Developers - Day SfreetL//’
Block 394, lot 1.01
Block 395, Lots 1.0l & 1.02
Zone: R-10
(Applicant requests certain revisions to the
storm detention system. )

C. #85-5 - Seider - O'Dorohus Avenue
Block 29, 1ot 8
Zone: R-7.5
(Seeking miner subdivision approval to subdivide
into two lats to convey one lot to daughter. )

///’/"/w"— — -
D. #84L-20 / - Tonsar Corp. - Sbcond PlaceW//
\ Block L48. Int L.01 »

O I I W




PLANNING BOARD

BOROUGH OF SOUTH PLAINFIELD (5

MAY 21, 1985
AGENDA

1. ROLL CALL ' "
2. OPEN PUBLIC MEETINGS ACT ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MAY 1, 1985 MEETING

4. AUDIENCE COMMENTS: OTHER THAN AGENDA ITEMS

5. RESOLUTIONS:

A. #84-20 ey Tonsar Corp. - Second Place

Block 448, Lot 4.0L

B. #85-5 L///— Seider - 0'Donohue Avenue
Block 29, Lot 8

C. #332/v - Kromedge - South Avenue
Block 518, Lot 1
Block 522, Lot 2

bD. #364/v — Pacer Tool - Montrose Avenue
Block 398, Lot 2,01

6. CURRENT FILES:
A. #A/317/v - - Corporate Blvd.
528, Lot 46.21
Zone: M-2
(Site plan maps have been signed by the Chairman
and Secretary of the Board.)

/—

nsar Corp. — Second Place
Block 448, Lot 4,01
Zone: R-1-2

(The final subdivision maps have been signed by
the Chairman and Secretary of the Board.)

B. {#84-20

C. {#84-28/v - Pelmont Builders - Randolph & Oakland
Block 272, Lot 8
Zone: R-10
(Applicant requests that data in resolution per-
taining to requiremznt of sidewalk installation
on Randolph Avenue be removed as sidewalks already
exist.)

Exhibit K
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18e it Ytﬁﬂlhfb, by the Mayor and Council of the Borough of South Plainfield,
New Jersey, that: '

The bid of Michael Gallo and Marshall Rinker, 207 Manning
Avenue, South Plainfield, N. J. in the amount of $37,500.00
for property known as part of lot 1.0l in block 427 as more
particularly described in Schedule "A" attached hereto bg accepted,
said property being owned by the Borough of South Plainfield and
not needed for public purpose oruse, sale being made subject
to the conditions advertised.

.......... P N R N )
* . .
‘

"v ’ / »
T S S0 O
.................................................. P A LA R LR SR

Clerk of tbe Borouwgh of Sowth Plabsfistd Mayor of the Borough pf Sowsh Plsinfield

e
b certify c¢he foregoing to be a true and correct
abatrace of a roolution regulasly passed at a mget-
ing of the Common Council of che Boroogh of
South Plainficld, held

i £ g Kfff;iii;‘“
(%/EA})QZAW /@« A R poraved March 26. 19 84
oy

------------------------------------

....................................

and ig that respect a true and correcc copy of
it miputes.

COMMITTEE

....................................

L I I I N N I I A N 2 IR ) ..

--------------- AR ERE R R . Clerk of 1be Borowgh of Sowth Plasfisld

, T E}‘(‘_hibit:L e R T . et e e g e o o w 4,.“\..‘._.‘..,
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Borough of South Plainlield, revised Decamter 32 1583 ar ~ nming

Al a regular meeting of the Mayor wib CommhmVhgrvy o° *he thence:

Borough of Soulh Plainw of Midolesex, Siate ¢
Jarsay hetd on May 14, 19857 TWas directed 10 advertisa tne fa ;
tne Mayor and Council will meel in the Mumcipal Bulding, <0
Praintiald Avenue, Soulh Plantisid, New Jersey, on June 11, 1984 at
£:00 p.m., 1o expose and sa at a public sals 10 the highest bldder, ac-
€ording 10 terms of sale on file with the Borough Clerk, the peoperty
descabed bulow. .'

Taxe turther notice thay the Mayor and Council have, by rasolution
and pussuant 10 Jaw, hixed the minimum price al which 3aid property
will ba sold together with all gther getails pertinent, said minimum
price being as shown below, plus costs ol preparing deeds and
adverhising this sale. Lo

Take turther notice that at set sals or any date or place ta which it
may be adjownad, the Mayor ang Council reserve the sight in its
CisCeahion 10 reject any or all Dids and to sell 5aid propavty 1o such
bidder as it may select, due tegard being given Lo terms and manner
of payment in case ona of mors minimum bids shall be received.
* Upon acceptance of the minimum bid or bid above mimimum, by
tna Council and the payment thereof Dy the purchaser according to
the manner of p in acce with terms of sale an file, the
Borough will deliver a Bargain and Sate Deed for said premises,

sWitliam T. DeSabato, Borough Clerk (4}

‘Bids to be advectised in The Reporter on May 24, 1984 and June I,
1984 10 be sold oa June 11, 1984 al the Municlpal Bullding, 2480
laintield Avenue, Scuth Plainfisid, New Jersey al 8:00 p.m.

Block Lots - ame " Street Amt of Bid
po Marshall Rinkee & Christopher

427 101 Michas! Gatlo Avenue. $235,00Q.00

METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTION B Sl

. OF PART OF BLOCK 427, LOT 1.01
TO BE DEDICATED FOR ROAD WIDENING
N THE BOROUGH OF SOUTH PLAINFIELD i
' MIDDLESEX COUNTY, NEW JERSEY -
BEGINNING al a ponit on the southerly sideiine ol CHRISTOPHER
VENUE (40" R.O.W.). Said point being N. B1° . 24° W, distant 305.00
ot from the westarly sideline of RUSH STREET, lormerly MAPLE
'REET (40°'R.O.W), as shown on the Tax Assessment Mapa of the
wough of South Plaintisid, ravised December 30, 1583 and runping.
nce:
S. 8- 35'W. a distance of 5.00 feet to a poinl; thence
N,81°- 24" W, creating a new southerly sideline of CHA|
ENUE a distance of 200.00 feel 10 a point; thence
N. 8° - 38° £ a distance of 5.00 feet to a point on-the present
stherly sidaline of CHRISTOPHER AVENUE; thence
S. 81° . 24° E along the present southerly sideline of
RISTOPHER AVENUE a distance of 200.00 feel 10 1he point and
ce ot BEGINNING. ' :
he foregoing 4 ption being ded to a idbe for road
ening purposas, a 5.00 foot wide sirip of fand conlaining 1,000
are feet contigucus to the southery sideiine of CHRISTOPHER

\
.
v

ISTOPHER

INUE. Being turther described as portions of Lots 7 thvough 15, in

k4, as shown on a map antitled "Plaintield Par (South)”, filed in
\‘Agé'dmz County Clark’s Oftice, April 8, 1312 as Map No. §768 in

METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTION
OF A PART OF BLOCK 427, LOT 1.0
IN THE BOROUGH OF SOUTH PLAINFIELD
) MIDDLESEX COUNTY, NEW JERSEY
GINNING al a point on the southerly sideling of CHRISTOPMER
JUE (40° R.O.W.} Said point being N. B1° - 24" W., distant 305 00
lrom the wostesly sideiine of RUSH STREET, tormerly MAPLE .
ET (40'R.0O.W.), 83 shown on the Tax Assassment Mapg of the
" d L

-

©§1) S. 8° - 38" W. a distance of 105.00 teet 10 a peant; [Tr.

(IN.81* - 24° W. a distance of 200.00 terl 12 a &2 KL inence
{N.B*-36" E.a distance 0! 105.00 teet 10 a 2=k, O Ihg SOUINBNlY
sidehine of CHRISTOPHER AVENUE; thence

(4) S. 81° - 24" E. atong the southerly of CHAHSTCZMER AVENUE 3
diatance of 200.00 teet to the paint and place =t SEGIMNING.

Excepling therelrom a stnip of 1and 101 1080 wCess TG Durf0s2s. 5
feat In width, contiguous o the southerly sidetre ct CHRUSTOFHER
AVENUE, containing 1,000 square feet, more castutariy cescribed
as tallows: )

BEGINNING a$ a point on the southerly sideiir & 03 CHRISTOPRER
AVENUE (40° RO.W.}. Said point being N. 81° - 24" v/. c.stani 305 00
feal from the westarly sideline ol RUSH STREZY, formary MAPLE
STREEY (40'A.0.W),"as shown on the Tax AsszsyTent Mass ol ihz
Borough of South Plaintield, revised December 32, 3323 ard runnimg
thence:

{1) S 8°-36°W. a distance of 5.00 feet 10 a pcirr. 1~anc2

{Z) N. 81 °-24' W. craating a new soulherly sideir 2 ot SHAISTOPHER
AVENUE, a distance of 200.00 feet {0 a point; trerce

{3} N. 8* - 36" E. a distance ol 5.00 leel 10 a pz«nt on (e present
southerly sideline of CHRISTOPHER AVENUE; 1 e~ca

4) S 81° . 24' E. along the present souineriy Swoetre of

CHRISTOPHER AVENUE a distance of 200.00 t=#1 15 iré scent and
piaca ot BEGINNING,

Being further described and designaled as zost.ons of Lois 7
thraugh 15 in Block 4, 38 shown 0n 3 Mage entstias, “Flant.eg Park
{South)”, lited in the Middiesex County Clern's Crice, Aprd 8 1312,
as map MNo. 678 in File No. 469,

1. The conveyance by the Borough 6! South Plairfieid snail be by
. bargain and saje deed, without cCovenants, and wi: ™Gyl fezresent
tions as to the markeiability of titie. In the evers 1=¢ sarcnasas
shall determine that titis 10 the property imGues:on s°au nct te
good and markaiable, any quaslions as 10 marratatuiiy cf lir'e
shall be submitted to the Borough Cierks Olfice waihin 45 cays cf
the date of sale. In the gvent said quaslions have nGt %2ea rused
within said 45 day pariod, then and in that ever: ail Cuestions
relaling to the markstabilily of title shall be deer-ad warved and
this matter shall proceed to closing of title wilhs 33 Zays of tne
date of sale. .
2. Easements, both of record and not of record.
3. Aestrictions of record.
4. Zoning ordinance of the Borough of South Plainteid as seesant-
Iy constiluled withoul representalions as 10 Ihe use 10 alCh sa8
property can be put.
3. In the event that the p to cicse lif'e
dlot pay the ideration therefor the tire panod Sidted
herein, than in that event, the Borough of SouIh Plawrte'd may, at
ita own option, exercise any or ail of the following «.5ris
{a) Declare tne transaction nuil and void.
{b) Charge the purchaser with slipulated damasges to :nciuce
interast on the purchase pace al the rate cf 5% (er cent)

h taits or ref

Ppev

per year plus $1.00 par day 10 be compuled trom (=2 2ate ¢l
the sale to the data of ¢closing of Utie Or date ot retis-on by
the Borough.,

{¢) Any other rights as provided by law which may Le araib
able to the Borough.
6. The cost of advertising, preparation and filing ot :-e fwad snad
be paid by the purchaser.
7. The purchasar shall make applicalion lor any r2guved sub
division,
EJ.’"&%‘; 3624 B4 and 6-8483




PLANNING BOARD
BOROUGH OF SOUTH PLAINFIELD

JUNE 18, 1985

———
"AGENDA
ROLL CALL
OPEN PUBLIC MEETINGS ACT ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MAY 21, 1985 MEETING
AUDIENCE COMMENTS: OTHER THAN AGENDA ITEMS
RESQOLUTIONS:
A. {#83-18 - J. B. Developers - Day Street
Block 394, Lot 1,01
Block 395, Lots 1.01, 1.02
B. {84-22 - Maiorino - Smith & Tremont b///// .
: Block 398, Lot 2.01
C. #A/345 -~ Fairfield-Metuchen Joint Venture ~ Hadley & Corp. Blvd. l////
. Block 528, Lot 46.08-1 .
D. #353 - Jersey Concrete - Hollywood Avenue
Block 388, Lot 5
E. #359 " - Bieber-Faerber - South Clinton Avenue
. Block 476, Lot 12
F. #370/v - Baker, et als - Corporate Boulevard \//////
Block 528, Lot 46.22
CURRENT FILES:

Block 552, Lot 4
Zone: R-10
(Preliminary subdivision maps have been signed. Applicant
, : now seeking final subdivision approval to subdivide into
' 13 lots to construet houses for sale.)
e
B. {81-18/v Meyers - Clinton Avenue
Block 3, Lot 41
Zone: R-10
(Seeking final subdivision approval to subdivide into

9 lots to.construct houses for sale.)
ot

A. {#80-5/V - Deluccia - Durham A:j;yé/g New Brooklyn Road

Exhibit N




AGENDA 2 - JUNE 18, 1985
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Cc. {84-28/v

YD

E. #84-23/v ~ Wood United Builders — Marsh Avenue
Block 50, Lot 9 :
Zone: R-~15 A
(Seeking preliminary and final subdivision approval to
subdivide into 3 lots to construct houes for sale and
variance approval for three lots which lack sufficient
width, depth, and area - PUBLIC HEARING DATE TO BE SET.)

Block 272, Lot 8
Zone: R-10 .
(Applicant requests final subdivision approval and

permission to file snbdiuiséon~by—deeé~&*‘\\x\m

»

y 1.02, 1.03, 1.04 - ‘
Zone: ~I=7 -

(Seeking final subdi isibﬁmaﬁﬁroval to subdivide into
lots to construct houses for sale.)

Bonmur, Inc. - Svlvania Plac
Block 308, Lot 30.01

- Zone: M-3 (P.I.D.) ) ,
(Seeking subdivision approval to subdivide into 8 lots
to develop industrially - CLASSIFICATION ONLY.)

F. #85-9/v

I

G. {#85-10 - Muglia ~ Day Street

Block 392, Lot 9 .
Zone: R-10
(Seeking subdivisjon Wpproval to subdivide into 2 lots

to create conforming lot for existing house — CLASSIFICA-
* . TION ONLY.) )

H. {#85-11 - Connelly - Arlington Avenue

‘ Block 405, Lots 11 & 13 .
: Zone: R-1-2

(Seeking subdivision approval to subdivide into 2 lots

to complete land purchase from Borough — CLASSIFICATION
ONLY.)}

I. {#362/v -~ Baldasarre — Hamilton Bdulevard
' .Block 476, Lot 8
Zone: M-3
(Applicant requests waivers for all onsite paving and
curbing.)

J. #368/v ~ Imfeld & Buttery -~ So. C’f;ton Avenue
Block 449, Lot 2 L///f
Zone: M-3
(Seeking site plan approval to comstruct a building for
housing equipment, service area, and to provide office
space and variance approval for insufficient lot width,
depth, front set back and sideyard - PUBLIC HEARING DATE
TO BE SET.)




“HE STATE UNIVERSITY OF N&\Y S2232Y

RUTCGE

Campus aof Newark

School of Law-Newark . Constituticna! Litigation Clinic
) SI Newhouse Center For Law cnd Justice :
15 Washington Street - Newark - New Jersey O7:C02-3192 « 201/648-5587

June 17, 1985

Via Express Mail

Peter J. Calderone, Esqg.
19 Holly Park Drive
South Plainfield, N.J. 07080

Re: Urban League v. Carteret, et al.
No. C 4122-73

s

Dear Mr. Calderone:

I am in receipt of the proposed Planning Board agenda for the
Borough of South Plainfield for June 18, 1985. Listed on that
agenda as No. 84-~7 is the Gal-Ker-Christopher Avenue site formerly
designated as Block 427, Lots 1.01, 1.02, 1.03, and 1.04. The
"applicant is seeking a final subdivision approval to subdivide said
parcel into five lots to construct houses for sale. - .. '

Block 427, Lot 1.0l is a site contained in the Judgment As To
South Plainfield filed May 22, 1984 (¢ 3c). Any action by the
Planning Board with respect to the subject site is in direct
violation and contravention of said Judgment. Please be advised
that you are hereby on notice that the Urban League objects to
any such conSLderatlon by the Plannlng Board of this site.

‘I would apprec1ate your contactlng me or Eric Nelsser
immediately upon receipt-of thls communication.

Very truly youz:z::;ﬂ~*“-——“
Baroara Williams

"cc/Frank Santoro,. Esq.

beo/Donzald Galnes, Tsg.
Exhihit O

Counset: Frank Askin-Jonathan M. Hyman {Administrative Diraztor] - Eric Neisser-Barbara J. Wiliams

e v il wmm.




