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Civil Acti on

AMENDED COMPLAINT
(In Li eu of

Prerogative Writs)

The plaintiffs, Joseph Morris and Robert Morris, c/o 535

Secaucus Road, in the Town of Secaucus, County of Hudson, and

State of New Jersey, by way of complaint, say:

COUNTONE

1) The plaintiffs are the contract optionees of

contiguous premises containing approximately 101 acres located in

the Township of Cranbury, County of Middlesex, and State of New



n

a s s u r e t h a t t h e new O r d i n a n c e c o n f o r m s w i t h t h e m a n d a t e s of t h e

C o u r t in Mount_L_aure]__I_I_;

D ) G r a n t i n g to t h e P l a i n t i f f s a b u i l d e r ' s r e m e d y i n -

c l u d i n g all of t h e n e c e s s a r y local a p p r o v a l s , i n c l u d i n g , but

not l i m i t e d t o , h i g h e r d e n s i t y d e v e l o p m e n t , s i t e p l a n , s u b d i v i -

s i o n and b u i l d i n g p e r m i t a p p r o v a l s so as to c o n s t r u c t t h e a f o r e -

said d e v e l o p m e n t ; and

E) C o s t s of t h i s l a w s u i t .

C O U N T T W O

1) P l a i n t i f f s r e p e a t t h e a l l e g a t i o n s of C o u n t O n e

as if set f o r t h h e r e i n .

2) The D e f e n d a n t T o w n s h i p is a m u n i c i p a l c o r p o r a t i o n

l o c a t e d in M i d d l e s e x C o u n t y , w h i c h is c h a r g e d w i t h t h e o b l i g a t i o n

of a d o p t i n g a Land U s e O r d i n a n c e g o v e r n i n g i n t e r a V ^ a t h e u s e

of t h e land in t h e T o w n s h i p .

3) In 1 9 7 6 , t h e S u p e r i o r C o u r t , C h a n c e r y D i v i s i o n ,

i n v a l i d a t e d t h e t h e n z o n i n g o r d i n a n c e of D e f e n d a n t T o w n s h i p of

C r a n b u r y , s i n c e t h a t o r d i n a n c e p r e c l u d e d C r a n b u r y f r o m a s s u m i n g

its f a i r s h a r e of low and m o d e r a t e i n c o m e h o u s i n g w i t h i n its

h o u s i n g r e g i o n , Urbari L e a g u e _of _New j S r u n s w ^ c k ^ £ i _ _ 5 1 J L _ - Y - I _ . ^ M 2 r

l!ld_Counci_l__of_Carteret^_et_al_. , 142 N . J . S u p e r l l ( C h . D i v . 1 9 7 6 ) .

4 ) On J a n u a r y 2 0 , 1 9 8 3 , t h e N e w J e r s e y S u p r e m e C o u r t

issued its decision in Southerii_^uri2!13iP.n_^°Hniy_l!^ME-L_^i—a.lj.
v^_Jp^__of__Mt ±_j.aure^__et__a^. , 92 N.J. 158 (1983) (hereinafter
referred to as "Mount_Laijrei_ii") .

5) In Mount__Laurei H , the Supreme Court explicitly

affirmed the holding of the Chancery Division in Urban_League

of Greater New Brunswi^ckx et a 1^ v^ Carteret± et al^. , that

Cranbury's Zoning Ordinance was exclusionary, in violation of

New Jersey's Constitution.
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W H E R E F O R E , the Plaintiff demands judgment as- f o l l o w s :

A) Declaring the Land Use Plan of the Township of

Cranbury to be violative of the New Jersey C o n s t i t u t i o n ;

B) Declaring the Land D e v e l o p m e n t Ordinance of the

Township of Cranbury to be unconstitutional as violating the

mandate of Moujnt^Uaijnsj^l to provide for a realistic opportunity

for the construct i o n of low and mod e r a t e income housing to meet

both local and regional housing n e e d s ;

C) Enjoining the enfor c e m e n t of the Land D e v e l o p m e n t

O r d i n a n c e by the Township;

D) Appointing a Master to supervise the revision of the

Land D e v e l o p m e n t Ordinance of the Township of Cranbury so as to

assure that the new Ordinance conforms with the mandates of the

Court in Mount_Laure_l__n_. ;

E) Granting to the plaintiff a builder's r e m e d y ,

including all of the necessary local a p p r o v a l s , i n c l u d i n g , but not

limited t o , higher density d e v e l o p m e n t , site p l a n , subdivision and

building permit approvals so as to con s t r u c t the aforesaid

d e v e l o p m e n t ;

F) Granting to the Plain t i f f s costs of suit and counsel

f e e s ; and

G) For such other relief as this Court deems fitting

and p r o p e r .

T

MCCARTHY AND SCHATZMAN, P.A,
A t t o r n e y s / f o r P l a i n t i f f s

By:
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