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remain redacted to preserve and protect the municipal entities
deliberative process and personnel proceedings/strategies.

8. With regard to the record from the April 5, 2006
Executive Session, attached as Exhibit 16 to the Harris Cert.
#2, the redactions were made corresponding with intra-agency
advisory, consultive and deliberative material and discussions
regarding personnel and pending and possible litigation. This
information needs to remain redacted to preserve and protect
the municipal entities deliberative process and personnel
proceedings/strategies.

9. With regard to the April 24, 2006 record from
Executive Session, attached as Exhibit 18 to the Harris Cert.
#2, as detailed above, this record has not been redacted.

10. With regard to the record from the closed meeting
on May 31, 2006, attached as Exhibit 20 to the Harris Cert.
#2, the redactions relate to personnel matters, litigation, a
report from counsel with regard to ongoing litigation and
deliberative material/discussion concerning an ordinance.
This information needs to remain redacted to preserve
attorney-client communication, the municipal entities'
deliberative process and attorney work product.

11. With regard to the August 28, 2006 record of
Executive Session, attached as Exhibit 23 to the Harris Cert.
#2, and as detailed above, this record has not been redacted.

With regard to the above-referenced redactions that

correspond with attorneys' thought process, notes, advices,
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we Access World News

Paper: Courier-Post (Cherry Hill, NJ)
Title: Lawnside reviews proposal for site
Date: March 8, 2006

Borough wants to redevelop part of Oak Avenue

Courier-Post Staff LAWNSIDE

A controversial redevelopment project took a step forward Tuesday night as township officials reviewed the first
of four proposals for a 120-acre site here.

Representatives of Lawnside-based American Real Estate Development laid out plans in a closed session with
the borough's mayor and council.

Additional proposals are to be heard in closed session tonight and on March 14 and 15, said Mayor Mark
Bryant.

The borough wants to redevelop a stretch of Oak Avenue, an area that includes the homes of 15 residents.

The project would rise near the Woodcrest Hi-Speedline station.

A local group, Citizens for a Better Lawnside, is suing in federal court in an effort to stop the plan.

The developers' proposals are being kept confidential until the presentations are complete so that no firm gets a
competitive advantage, said Bryant. He said the proposals are valued at about $100 million to $150 million,
noting that could more than double the borough's current tax base of about $70 million.

"Right now everything is very conceptual,” said Bryant. "But it feels great that there's this much interest.”

Other developers interested are Pennsylvania-based Brandywine LLC, New York-based Newman Development
and Vineland Construction Co. of Vineland, said Morris Smith, the borough's redevelopment attorney.

Reach Jim Walsh at (856) 486-2646 or jwalsh@courierpost online.com
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