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TOWNSHIP OF BEDMINSTER, CIVIL ACTION
a Municipal Corporation ORDER

This having been opened‘to the Court on January 30, 1981, by
Brener, Wallack, Rosner & Hill (Guliet D. Hirsch, Esq. appearing),
attorneys for The Hills Development Company, in the presence of McCarter &
English (Joseph Falgiani , Esq. appearing) attorney for Defendant and
Winne, Banta & Rizzi (Joseph F. Basralian, Esq. appearing) attorneys
for Plaintiff, and the Court having considered the moving papers and
arguments of counsel;

WHEREAS, this Court found that The Hills Development Company
has an interest in the maintenance of the present zoning scheme of the

Township of Bedminster due to its ownershipof asubstantial quantity of

0L~ 1861 - AV - S'INA




land presently zoned for planned unit development and its pending and
future development applications under the present procedures set forth
in the current land development ordinance;

WHEREAS, this Court found that Plaintiff in the within action is
requesting relief in the form of invalidation of the entire land development
ordinance as well as invalidation of the zoning scheme as it applies
specifically to Plaintiff's property; and
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Spape=isgw, that The Hills Development Company was adequately represented

by the Township of Bedminster in the within litigation challenging the

validity of the entire zoning scheme of Bedminster Township.
NOW, THEREFORE, on this & ""Laay of PMa—eh ., 1981, it is
ORDERED that The Hills Development Company's Motion to intervene
in the within action is hereby denied, but the applicant is hereby granted

leave to participate as amicus’ curlae in this suit,
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vylfred P, Diana, J,S.C.




