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Local Opt-Outs in Other States
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example, in Expo, Inc. v. Passaic, the

ing a say.28 Unlike laws in some states, it

to political pressure against the measure,

superior court permitted the enforce-

fails to enumerate use categories by
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states,36 the bill would also permit

meet

NJSBA.COM

the

difficult

NEW JERSEY LAWYER | OCTOBER 2018

47

municipalities to prohibit home growing

influence, achieve the desired effect of
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