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SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
CHANCERY DIVISION -~
MIDDLESEX (OCEAN) COUNTY

URBAN LEAGUE OF GREATER
NEW BRUNSWICK, Plaintiffs

V. No. C=-4122-73
THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF
ORDER
THE BOROUGH OF CARTERET,
[MONROE TOWNSHIP ]
et al., Defendants
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The Urban League Plaintiffs having moved for temporary
restraints against final Monroe Township Council approval of the
application of Union Vvalley Corporation for the 2400 unit, age-
restricted planned retirement community (identified variously as
the "Concordia Extension" and "Whittingham") pending the Master's
and this Court's review of Monroe Township's plan for compliance
with this Court's Order and Judgment of August 13, 1984, and
having filed in support thereof the Affidavits of Alan Mallach
and Barbara Williams, Esq., a Memorandum of Law in Support, and a

proposed Order, and




The Court having heard John M. Payne, Esq., for the Urban
League Plaintiffs, Douglas K. Wolfson, Esq., for Union Valley
Corporation, Arnold Mytelka, Esq., for Plaintiffs Lori Associates
and Habd Associates, Mario Appuzzo, Esqg., for the Defendant
Township of Monroe, andAhaving received a written statement from
Carl S§. BRisgaier, Esg., for Plaintiff Monroe Development
Corporation, and

The Court on July 25, 1985, haiing entered an oral Order
requiring the Township Council to igform the Court in writing no
later than August 2, 1985, whether or not it reaffirms its
decision of July 1, 1985, granting final approval to the Union
Valley Corporation's development application, and

The Court having been informed in writing on August 2, 1985,
that the Township Council does reaffirm its decision with respect

to Union Valley Corporation,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED this 20 day of
a#t(/}w/”,lgssz

1. The Monroe Township proposed compliance plan of March 15,

1985, now under review by the Master, is hereby deemed to be
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insufficient to satisfy this Court's Judgment and Order of August
13, 1984, and is disapproved.

2. The Master is directed to submit her own recommendations
concerning Monroe Township's compliance to the Court no later

O 7, 1983
than September—3-, 3985. In connection therewith, she shall hear

the advice of any interested parties, but shall not delay her

submission for that reason.




3. The Court's oral Order of July 25, 1985, conditioning
Union Valley Corporation's development approval on the continuing

rights of the Urban League Plaintiffs to seek a 5% Mount Laurel

set—-aside in the Planned Retirement Community to be called

"Whittingham," is wvacated.
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