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ACCELERATED DISPOSITION
This is a Mount Laurel (affordable housing) matter, through which the Township of South Brunswick is seeking to

comply with its constitutional affordable housing "fair share" obligations voluntarily thereby rendering all exclusionary
zoning lawsuits to be unnecessary. This declaratory complaint therefore seeks two forms of relief. First, it asks the trial
court to enter an order granting the Township "temporary immunity" from all Mount Laurel lawsuits. Second, it asks the
Court to review and approve the Township's Housing Eiement and Fair Share Plan through the entry of a Judgment of
Compliance and Repose.
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ADDENDUM TO CASE INFORMATION STATEMENT FOR THE MOUNT LAUREL
DECLARATORY JUDGMENT COMPLAINT FILED BY THE TOWNSHIP OF SOUTH
BRUNSWICK

The Township of South Brunswick is filing this Declaratory Judgment Complaint pursuant to the
recent Supreme Court opinion entitled In re Adoption of N.J.A.C. 5:96 & 5:97 by N.J. Council
on Affordable Housing, 221 N.J. 1 (2015). Due to the regional nature of Mount Laurel
affordable housing matters, each time any trial judge decides the Third Round obligation of any
municipality, that determination could impact on the formula used to calculate the Third Round
obligation of every other municipality in the region. Because of this phenomenon, it is entirely
possible that before any trial judge determines any municipality’s Third Round obligation, it will
want to hear from all litigants in all Mount Laurel lawsuits in that judge’s vicinage. Otherwise,
that judge will find himself or herself hearing from the same set of experts on multiple occasions.
At the present time, we are only aware of one “related case pending,” which is South Brunswick
Center, LLC v. Mayor and Municipal Council of the Township of South Brunswick. et al.,
Docket No. MID-L-3669-14. It is entirely possible, if not likely, that, as this matter proceeds,
other related cases will occur.




