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municipality oy the State legislature V

..TBS QQUWtt -Did all of-ttiia'" activity precede '•'•

the adopt ion or are you talk in* *x>ui the conferences

which follow the adoption of the ordinance* for

e'Kaitple, are you referring'now-to the Planned Unit. .

Development Ordinance!

MR. BlSQA'Xiiis We are not referring to tne *peci<

ordinance itself and we are not alleging that these

developers in fact de»l.^ned that ordinance or had

anything to do with the design of that ordinance*

'.fH COUIfi "When you say "that ordinance,n you •

rean the Planned Ur.lt Develop&eni'Ordlaance?

5ih. dl:-*QAI£Rt* Ri^ht,

THE' COURTi You »ay they r*ad nothing to do

'with that! : ... •

MR. WLBQhtmt We are not-alleging that.
* • • »

THE COUKTJ Well where did they play any part

in forsulating %%m type of ordinance and what

ordinance are you talking aoout that ittey played

a part In developing through this contractual

relationship!

MR. BI3QAIER! Ve are not saying they took pa,rt

in the development of any ordinance whatsoever in
'̂  ° «..- .

the Township of Mount Laurel. We have two causes
- • • • • • © • • ,

of action. It is in the nature of two cause* #f
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.acfion agaln&'» the developer* Ont i* that under the

state enabling legislation itself.the developer* are

told by the ptatc thai their agreement, if it it to

be proved-/-under the Pl«nn«d.Vnit Dtv#lopa«iit

Bttst do v*riou# tnln^i tei.lch Is «ttbst*ntlall>

differant tiian tht •nAblln«. legislation ondtr tr*«

cr.in, Ordlr̂ &ncc and what vt art alle^in^ U i s

the ?lanii«f£ Ur*it D^vtloprenxc euch vast powers havt

>b«en ^lv*n td' ttit devtloper ^o' cw-t up wi t h•••*

that . . tfe# nature of a' town i;.*#if

and th#( toim li itelf plarmiag And that a. planned

acrts auch a»

such at ire c

i* affecting

the developers nave

hae » respone 1

acre&^t of t,hese d«v«iop

. .) peraons .le'.euch that

ii.^ just as the town

o abide oy iht r,a:t enabling *-

g - a n d their, fallare to do BQ -

THE COUK11; What would you expect the» to do,

if the Township would *ay this ia our ordinance,

you comply with ii, what can they do about it?

Could they d© any thins to ctar^e it other than
. 3 * . • • • • • • ' "

probably apply for a variancef
if

could do nothing to change

the ordinance per *e other than appeal a denial of

an approval
^
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THE COUHTi That** right.

KBT. BISOAIERs But what we are alleging is that

" • • • • • . . % • -

the ordinance establishes extremely wide par&jreters.

The ordinance Is n lo i different than an R * *.one

In Mount LHurel Township which &ay» that there shell

be ?'• square foot lotfi, 11 X> Interior squ&re fe«t

for'«'building. If you build a eabdivlslon you «imll

folloit undtr tht subdivision ordinance very specific •

rules of tffcat should 0e done, there l» virtually no

power stven to * developer u/Hier it* R-j ^one» He . '•*

either follows the s i r i c ; wording of the ordinance

of the-Township of Mount Laurel or he Is no* approved.
- - - - -•» •

__—US-<£Qim?Y tftait• can he do aaout i t t" ^

MR. 9I&OA2SRI The Planned Unit Develoo-err

Ordinance i s entirely different. In «he **/re Jl 3

.one where the developer went under the R-j ^require*

ssentB tie would have to follow very s tr ic t narrow

para -eterj. Under the planned unit development the

parameters are wide open and wt have a^siislons

by th« Township of f i c ia l s as to what they are doin#

is they have created a flexible ordinance which a

developer *s can be teen *>v the three planned unit

developments <n Mount Laurel Township, mm i s ^0 per

cent cooaerclal f a c i l i t i e i , one with virtually no

@9»nerelal f a c i l i t i e s and one virtually l e a new


