FRBRESEREXNRESE (V) 283

35. City of Montery v. Del Monte Dunes at
Monterey, Ltd., and Monterey-Del Monte

Dunes Corporation
526 U.S. 687 (1999)
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(The rule applied in Dolan considers whether dedications demanded as
conditions of development are proportional to the development's
anticipated impacts. It was not designed to address, and is not readily
applicable to, the much different questions arising where, as here, the
landowner's challenge is based not on excessive exactions but on denial of
development. )
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