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2080276 

The Supreme Court of Alabama has r e v e r s e d the p r i o r 

judgment of t h i s c o u r t and remanded the cause. See Ex p a r t e  

B a l d w i n County P l a n n i n g & Zoning Comm'n, [Ms. 1091042, October 

22, 2010] So. 3d ( A l a . 2010). A c c o r d i n g l y , w i t h 

r e s p e c t t o the a p p e a l brought by the B a l d w i n County P l a n n i n g 

and Zoning Commission ("the Commission"), we r e v e r s e the 

judgment of the t r i a l c o u r t i n s o f a r as i t (1) d e c l a r e d §§ 

1.2.2, 5.1, and 5.2.2 of the B a l d w i n County S u b d i v i s i o n 

R e g u l a t i o n s t o be v o i d and u n e n f o r c e a b l e and (2) i s s u e d a w r i t 

of mandamus c o m p e l l i n g the Commission t o approve a p r e l i m i n a r y 

p l a t ("the p l a t " ) s u b m i t t e d t o the Commission i n November 2007 

by Montrose Ecor Rouge, L.L.C. ("the d e v e l o p e r " ) , and we 

remand the cause t o the t r i a l c o u r t f o r f u r t h e r p r o c e e d i n g s 

c o n s i s t e n t w i t h the supreme c o u r t ' s o p i n i o n . With r e s p e c t t o 

the c r o s s - a p p e a l brought by the d e v e l o p e r , we a f f i r m the 

judgment of the t r i a l c o u r t i n s o f a r as i t d e n i e d the 

d e v e l o p e r ' s c l a i m s e e k i n g an award of damages a g a i n s t the 

Commission f o r d i s a p p r o v i n g the p l a t . 

APPEAL -- REVERSED AND REMANDED. 

CROSS-APPEAL -- AFFIRMED. 

Thompson, P.J., and P i t t m a n , Thomas, and Moore, J J . , 
concur. 
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