Sept. 28, 1967

John B, Howard, E8G..
goyola (.n.m Buildiog
22 West y L vania Ave
Towsom M.rym.d 21204

Special Exception - S Cor.
Ballons Ave. & fudges Lane

Dear Mr. 1 oward:
tember 20,
in the

As raquested in your letter of *
an extension of the apecial excent
to Septamber 10.

1 have today granted
above entitled matter.

Very truly yours

«cq: Ernest C. Trimbla, Ev
Jolterson Building
Towsor Maryland 21264
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CooK. MuDu Er HowARD

Towson, ManTeane 21204
September 20, 1987

John G. Rose, Zoning Commissiorer
County Office Building
511 W, Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Petition for Reclassification
ond Gpecial Exception for
Elevator Apartments - 5, W,
Corner Bellona Avenus and
Judges Lane, Sth District
James M, McCosh, Mary
‘Ann McCosh and Betay W.
LeBrun, Petitioners
No, 63-66-R.X.

Dear Mr. Rose:

This will confirm our conversation of September 19, at which
time we bricfly discusaed the procedure for an extension of the
special exception granted in the ahove matter,

r records will indieate that yeu granted a petition for re=
classification to a "R-A" Zone and a spe-ial exception for Elevator
Apartments in the above matter on November 1, 1963. This ruling
was subsequently affirmed by the County Board of Appeals, Circuit
Court for Baltimore County and Coart of Appeals of Maryland. The
date of filing the Court of Appzals Opinion was April 28, 1066 but I
do not have, at the momers, the date that the mandate was passed.

It is respectfully requested that, pursuant o Section 502, 3 of
the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations that an extension be granted
ing utilization of the special exception for an additional two
years dating from April 28, 1968, The property owner has been unable
to utilize the special exception by reason of circumstances beyond his
control.

_2-

Further to the east of the property and on the other side of « arles Strect
from the Ruxton Towers apartmants is the eottage development of Kenilworth, and @ complete

development of gardsn-type hillside opartments on the slope toward the Beltway from Joppa
Rood.

To the south of this proparly and occupying the entire north slope from Joppa
Roed to Bellona Avenue os wall as the frontage on the ridge elong Joppa Road, is the Ridge
School on a tract owned by Baltimare County for school purpeses mast of which now remains
in it original wooded condition. Almost all of the above mentianed camstrustion of aport-
mants and commereial buildings hos come obout as o result of changes in authorized use under

\ho zaning laws since the adoption of the zoning mop in 1955

1t would be difficult to find an arsa in Baltimore County in which there have

been more substontial changes i the character of the naighborhocd since the adoption of the

2oning map than this one.  Under thess circumstances the question e to whether or not thero

g becomes somawhat ccadermic even though many wikiesses

was an error in the original z

for the pelitionars testified that in thair opinions thera ‘iod been such error,  If s unccubt-
adly rae that the County Commissioners in their wisdam in 1955 had no knowledge of the
presant demand For apartments In areos of this type, nor opparenily had the planners although
the Department of Planning and Zoning have since that me in numerous coses reforred to

particular genorol arca as an ideal location for pertment use.

Indeed in the “Ruxton Towers" case the Planning staff sai 'the exceedingly
good lacation of tha property ot the interchange botween Charles Strca, - o major redicl
roule emanating from the very care of the City, and the Beltway mokes the subject property
quite logicel cad oppropelate for a high-riss structurs.  Such a siruciure would be not only
 Financiol asset to the County, but also would serve as o landmark and accent o ne of the

pal galeways fo the Citys |t would give variety ond vertical accent to on otherwise

pri
horizontal-oppearing suburban landscope."

This s, of courte, true for the property prasantly under cansidoration
although in the prasent casa Ha Planning Department has not been so enihusiastics How-
eves in i report in the prosont cose the Planning Department states that *Zoning roclessi-
fications have occurrad in the orea which have changed lond use potantials from a singla

family residential to an Gpartment residentia! context.” It appecrs o this Boord, unani-

mously, that the circumstances oro such almost to compel granting of the recl
the instant cosa from "R=10" to "R=A"

We now reach the second question in this matier which is the opplication for

a specil axception for alsvator apariments.  The builder and daveloper has shown n his

testimony and by the land use plans s submitted what his Board considers an wdirable
restraint in comparison to other oppiisations in that he proposes but one building on the
entire tract which will occupy less than four (4) pereent of the land area which will make o
(25) familias fo the acre

population density, under his application, of about fwenty-

- Page 2 -
Mr. John G. Rose, Zoning Commissioner September 20, 1967

1f additional information is reeded, kindly advisc.
Thank you in advance for your kind cooperation.
Very traly yours,
340 B, Howard

JBH/ 1k
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which compares o a density of thirty—six (36) familics 10 the acre on the Ruxton Towers prop~
erty on the other side of Bellona Lane, and he proposes to provide 320 parking spaces far
somawhat aver 200 units which is mary mora than required by the Regulations .

The height of the building is well within the required "tent” in all directions,
and he proposei 1o leave the large tress standing ond install @ swimming po>l and tennis
eourts on the property..

iing neighbors or property owners ara making any profest fo |

Mone of the adjor
the proposal and testimany wes uncontrodicted thot Ballona Lane, a deod-end street, will bo,
whan complated in aceordc. a with prezent plans, odoquate to handle all fraffic from the

apartment hovsa complex facing upon it There will be no direct access from oither the |

present property o Ruxton Towers fo elther Charles Streot of the Belkway, hence there can bo

#o troffic problem wilh respect to these two major arteries caused by this development.

ot for both water and

Upon the evidence it is obvious that present faci

dequats and if any inadequacy should be hraatened by construction or develop-

sewer o
ment of ather property elsewhere such situation will without question be remedied by the
proposed construction of = awer line ihrough the neighboring property on tho west insofar as |
sawers ore concerned; and the additional supply of water, both for houschold se and fire
purposes, by the complotion of the Meys Chope! Reservair now under costruction and which

will ke completed long before any possible need exists as a result of th present opplication. |

The Board ean find, upon the cvidence, no reasen why this epplicotion does |
ot meet all the requirements of Section 502.1 of tha Zoning Regulations which must be mot
befora the granting of @ special axception. 1t is 1o ba noted that even the lestimony taken
on behalf of the protestants tends to. ‘confirm and fortify this conclusion. The only reserva-
tion which the Board cuuld possibly have would be in eonnection with the appcarance of th
exeess of the noighboring

proposed building because of ifs height which s somewhat
ion calls for fwonly (20) stories, hawaver, on the

Ructon Towers aportment.  The applica

|
{i8) opartment Flaors above ground |
|

slat plans and drowings thera appears fo be only eighteen
with a total maxirum height af 180 feat from the low point of the building, W believe
thot if the aparment is built Tn accordance with the plars, that is to say with o maximum of

eighteon (18) stories, there canno} be any velid objections to this dovelopment even from
and if the construction s limited fo aighteen (18) stories

tha stondpoint of aesthetics alone,
of apertment occupancy it may ba that the density per acre of the development may bo even
Joss than the application indicates.

Hons ara involved in this

1t is noted that no variances or ather spectel
care ond the Board will, therefore, grant the special exception ox requested with the limita-
ion 1 at fhe apariment occupiedstories shall be limited to sighteen (18) end with the
provisa, of coursa, that all plons for ingress and agres for the sublact properiy st be
approved by tne Offico of Plenning and Zoning, the Deparment of Fublic Works, and the |

Troffic Engineers of Baltimora Countya

PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION MEFORE
from an "R=10" Zone fo an "R A" Zone,

SPECIAL EXCEPTION for an Elevator
Apatment Building,

SW comer 3ellona Avenue &

Judges Lana,

9ih District BALTIMORE COUNTY
James N. McCosh, Jr., etal,

Petitioners : No. 83-64-RX

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
OF

OPINION

This is @ petition for raclanification from an “R-10" Zane o an "R-A" Zone
and on application for a special exception for elevator apartments, which petition and

special exception were granted by the Zening Commissioner subject to approvl of the site

| plan by the State Roads Commission, Bureau of Public Services and the Office of Planning
| and Zoning, ol of whom hav~ = least tentatively opproved the same, |

The properly involved consists of slighly less than ten {10) acres of land re- |

w.u, undeveloped except for hwo hames belanging to und occupied by tho petitioners, The

| reaons stated in the peition for reclass

cation are that there hes been a change in be

|
1
sufficient to feation, ond that thero wos error i tha ariginal |

|| zoning at the tima of tha adsption of the Ninth District zoning map wich ves in Navember |

of 1955,

The proposed devalopmen? and site plan indicates thet the developer and
builder wishes to construct ne building of twealy (20) storfes o the lot which will sceupy |
less than four (4) percent of the total land creas  The large hizes presently thezn will in the |
main not be removed. |

|

The aceass to the propery will be from what is now called Bellona Lane |
which dead-ends south of the Baltimore Caunty Beltway. On this same street there are only
twa ather proparty owners narth of the property who hava not protested the application, ond |
one south of the property who appeared a3 @ protestant although he testified that he has sold
his property at a profit and moved uway from the neighborhood.  East of the proparty on the |
othes side of Bellona Lane, between it and North Charles Street, is the Ruxton Towers apart=
ment building recently comsirueted, and west of tho property a large tract of lend zoned

R-10" and "R-20", tha awner of which has agreed to permit the County 1o put a sewer
through to
with the Beltway in this vi

rese the cxisting copacity of the County sewer line approximataly parollel

tys

On tha north of the property, across the Belhway, there is an area zoned

98-R" upon which have been built threc o more small Indusrial vse buildings and @ con=
Iractor's storage yard which apparently is @ non-conforming use.  Behind this area; 1o the
northy lies somy hillside property which hos boen zoned "R-A* and upon which comtruction

may begin at any time,

ORDER

For the reosans set forth in the aforegoing Opinian, it & this__/2™ day |

of Septamaer, 1964 by the County Board of Appeals, ORDERED  that the reclessification |

and special excoption petitioned for, be and the sama i hercby granted subject fo tha

following co

ions and restrictions:

I+ That the apariment building shall ba limited to aightoen (18)
stories of aporiment Soemponcy with 2 population density not
o exceed twanty-five (25) family units per acre, and with
the provision of 320 parkir mg !pﬂcﬂ‘! s proposed on the site
plan filed in this coso

Al plars for ingress and egress must be approved by the Office
of Planning and Zoning, the Department of Pul forks, and
the Traffic Engineers of Baltinars County. :

Any oppeal from this decision must be in ac.ordance with Chapter 1100,

subtitle B of Maryland Rules of Procedure, 1961 edition,

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Vo

7

t ' thin

CortatiaslongL ot B of September 1967 by the Zonng

day
fiimore County ORDERED th

Comiasiende/ ol Bl at the snecial sxceoton
togme above ontidled matter bo and the same (5 €x(onde eotember 10

on ng Commissioner Af
altimore County
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Iii_THE COURT OF APPEALS OF MARYLAND
rhe Zening Commissioner concluded that there had veen

sufficient changes in the aT
Bellona Avenue would apparently become Ehe

No. 225
Septenbes Term, 1965 Zhe appellces, Jases N. WeCosh, Mary Ann Xecosh, hla
wifo, and Zetay ¥, LeBrun, 3o ownors of & 9.60 acre vract of ea to Justify the requested reciassic
sication, thab

ROBERT VOGEL Jand tn the Winsh Election Distrist of Baltimore Gounty filed
1963 to rezons that tract from 1ts cquivalent 50 a service read to serve apartients on elther side i 1

extsbing zoning of R=10 (Aesidenco-One family) to R-A (Residence-
and for a special exceptlon to use the property for the appiication should be granted.

& a boundary between zones and shat

an application on June 10
of Bellona Avenue, and was &

He granted the reclassifica~
opinton & traffic nazard would result from the propesed con=
ecial exception on Novemaer 1, 1963.
The applicants prodused a well-qualificd expert
aken to the County Doard of Appeals of

¢ tho Board heacd the appeal on

structions
Joaeph D. Thompsen ko testified that in his opinion no such
Although ke, Wolff's testlmony

Apartments)
clevator apartronts. tlah.And 08 o
The 9.64 acre tract (the subject property) is bounded

% by Sellona Lane, on

An appeal was &
Baltimorc County (the Board) M
traffic hazard would be ereated.

At this hearing thoe developer teobified that 1t
was somewhat more dotelled and explicit than was M, Tnompson's

TAMES N, He
COSH, et al, on the north by Judges Lane, on the cas
a tract of land, improved by & dwelling, and pre=

unich 15 Bellons Avenue™

July 2, 1964,
a 20 svory high rice apartuent BULLILNE

. tostigony, the Board accepted Kr, Taompson's opinien ARG eon-
which would cover approximately &% (actually 3.85%) of the
that there would be 250 apartment units = a

the south bY
was proposed to erect

nd sentl; & R-10 the south boundary of
y zone e south boundar
cluded that no traffic hazard veuld result. Tne Board rendered

Horney
Harhury d on tF & by 40 acres of undeveloped 1 1; ']
an ne wost by 40 acres of undeveloped dand presently zone
o conprehenaive optnien on Scpsenber 10, 396k setting out various

subject Propecty;
26 units per acre - and that there would be 320
changos in the neighborhood since 1955, the deptrabilicy of the

reclassification

arnea

L i 210, On the cast side of Bellona Lane, acrodd from the subject

et property, Ruston Touers, a large high rise apartment on land ey of

ond R-i has been Tecently construsted. the east of Ruxton pasking spaces of which 50 would be sder cover and B0 exposed; track for a high rise aparteent, granted the
th s there would be aktractive landscaping

& uzl lane highway which gives accesd

witeh would include
ana the special exception but limited the latter to an apartment

nd, trat there
puilding of 18 stories (vs. 20 stories in the application) With

Opinion b,
¥ Barnes, J, Towers ia Charles sureet,

East of Charles Stveet there are’ shree the preservation of the existing large trees; &

o1 constructed to the north of the pro=
a pupulation density of 25 families an acre (vo. 26 families &fh

to Balvimore CLEY.
vould be a swimaing po

separate tracts of land, all of which nave been recently rezoned
posed spartmert building, There wad also testimony before the
acre in the application), The saae number of parking spaces,

for spartmert use. To the north of Judges lane 13 a tract of
Board of various changes in the nelghborhood Wnich changed 183
320, was conbinued.

which did net ebject to the
+he adoption of the comprchensive zening map in B
An appeal was taken on Ockober 9, 1964 ko the Cireult

smore County from the Boerd's erder of Scptenber

Piled: 4

D120, 2555 and zened B-10, the ownera of

and still farther north gharacter sinc?
Court for Bult

application Lavolved in the case av ba¥s

is the Ealtimore County Beltway.

-
1. e tract lying to the oouth of the subject property has &
Honne “on Bellona Avenue of approximately G0 fect ard a
Gopth of approximately 250 fect ron Bellona Avenue to the
southern boundary line (irregular) of the ‘subject property.

19554

ghe principal thrust of the argument of the protestants
against she granting of the spplisaiion w33 because it would
al1egedly oreate a traffic hazard. e protestants produced &

well-qualified epart Jevome B. Wolff who testified that in nis

10 by Robert A, Scheidt, Arthur Ringwan, Robert Vogel, Errol

Jay and Willlam Guam. Tne applicants filed 3 moblon to cismiss

thia appeal on October 30 on the Zround that the persons

appealing Were not peracns aggrieved aa required by the zoning

regulations, Judge Jenifer filed a memorandum opinion and an

order on February 9, 1965 1n which he granted the motien to

dismiss ag to all of the persond mentiened except Robert Vogel

and donied the motion as to Wr, Vogel, who is the appellant

4n this Courb.




The appeal to the Circuit Court was heard before
Judge Raine who, on March 19, 1965 rendered an oral opinion,
later supplemented by a written opinion filed March 31, 1965.
Judge Raine concluded that fhe testimony before the Board
supported a finding that there had been sufficient changes in
the area to Justify the reclassification and that, inasmuct: as
the testimony indicated that the granting of the application
was fairly debatable, he would mot substitute his judgment for
that of the Board and would affirm the order of the Board even
though he would hawe accepted Mr. Wolff's opinion in regard to
the traffic hazard rather than Mr. Thompson's opinion.

We agree with Judge Raine., The testimony clearly
supported a sufficlent change in conditiomSsince 1955, the B
date of the adoption of the comprehensive zoning map, to Justify
the propesed reclassification. The issues in regard to the
reclassification and the special exception were falrly debatable
and, as Judge Raine pointed out, tle courts will net zone or
rezone but will leave that funotion to the Board to which it..
xxsxsxx. has been committed by appropriate leglslation, and
whoge decision is that of experts in this field. _Fimney v.
Halle, 241 wd. 224, 241, 216 A.2d 530, 539 (1966).

A3 we have disposed of the case on its merits, We
do not reach tae interesting, but involved, issues presented
by the motion to dismiss this appeal filed by the appellees,

Tho potdticiera bavs requited rochissteisation of mmomety
thwnat cornar of Bellona Avonus and Julges Lano,
altinoro Cowiy, frea an "R-10° Lo
+ ioscial sxmsption far slevater apurin

3 b a definito change in "ha area h\ﬂ‘vh
the patitionary desira to vzt olevater apariamise Bollons
Avonus vill evidently becomo oquivalent
Barve gpartmnts on althar side of Jell

foiolent fon the equsted

aparimen
oxisia doos not conatituto a boundary betwsen

For tho above Teasens the reclassification and special
excoption should be granted,

It is this f day of Hovesbes 1751, by e

Zening fczaissiooar of Ba' 5 County, CEDERED bhat
deseribed [roparty or area should be a0 tha samn i3 m»m o
 an "E-100 Zoow to & i aita

oo aatadat \his Grder, «.a;m,
tate Hoads Commisaion, B

ba S f Publis Servieas
and kh ::mu of Flmning & Tonings

Sz sl
Baltinors Gounty

It appears to the Court that there has been some
unnecessary duplicaticn in the printing of the appellees!
record extract zo that we will divide the costs equally between
‘the appellant znd the appelleca.

ORDER APFIRMED, THE APPELLANT
70 PAY ONE-HALF OF THE COSTS
AND_THE APPELLEES TO PAY THE

REMATNING ONE-HALP OF THE COSTS.

e ®q
PETITION FOR ZONING RE-CLASSIFICATIO! % b2 .
AND/OR SPECIAL EXCEPTION

ING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY: ‘JP

James N. McCosh, Jr., Mary A McCosh, and Botaygd.c cBru
R WO, ~logal ewnerg. of Whe property sifaste in Rgimare , q

County and which i described In the description and plat attached hercto and made 2 part fiereof,
hereby pelition (1) thal the zoning slatus of the hercin described property be Teclassificd, pprsuant

1o the Zoniag Law of Baltimare County, from an-. R-10 e et 0 A
- A _zone: for the falloving reasons T
2l

1. There has been a change in the neighborhood, and \ 41t
2. There was an error in the original oniag of the land, and

3. For other reasons to be assigned at the time of the hearing.

See ttashed Descriptien

and (2) for 2 Specia1 Exception, under the said Zoning Law and Zoning Regulations of Baltimore

County, 10 use the herein deseribed property, for.... Elevator Apartments

Property s 1o be pasted and sderised 2s prescribed by Zoning Regulations,

§, or we, agree to pay expenses of above reclassification and/or Speclal Exception advertising,
posting, ete. upon fillng of this petition, and furtker agrec Lo and are 1o be bound by Uhe zoning
rogulations and restrictions of Ballimore Couaty adopied pursusit to the Zoning Law for bultimore

Hotay WieBrun
Address.Bellona, Avenue
Maryland,

B, Hoyal -
= Pelitioners Atiormey
v

Address 22 W, Pennsyl

CRDERED By The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this... _day
[ S— L 196_3., that tho subject matter of this pelition be sdvertised, as
ived by the Zoning Law of Ballimors County, In two newspapers of gencral circulaon trough-
out Raltimore County, that property be posted, and that the public hearing be had before the Zaning
Commissioner af Ballimore County in Room 106, County Office Building in Towsen, Baltimore

County, on JUN-10-532680. sy oy by . 1083, 0130 oelock
x 5

sec.3

* e

TRIMELE 8 ALDERMAN
sErrERSCH BULDING

EnnEsT . TRIMBLE GouRT HousE soUARE

R BRUCE ALDERMAN TOWSON 4, MARTLAND nagama

Nyg?

November 26, 1963

Mr. John G. Rose,

Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore County

County Office Building

Towson, Md. 21204

Re: Petition of James N. McCosh et al. No. 63-66-RX
Dear Mr. Rose:

Please enter an af seal on behalf of the Protestants in the
above caption case from your decision dated November 1, 1963,
‘o the Bonrd of Appeals fur Baltimore County.

Enclosed please find my cheek in the amount of $70.00 to
cover the cost of the appeal.

Very truly youts,

Ernest G, Trimb
for Protestanis

MULLER, RAPHEL & ASSOCIATES, INC.
201268 Courm uno Avcave, Towson 4. Manrians

Ay 3100
Hay 29, 1963

ZONING DESCRIPTION

side of Judges Lane, sald point of begirning being at the end of

58 or 575°49'00"E 425.58' line of the land which by deed dated
September 27, 1943 and recorded among the Land Records of Baltimore
County in Liber RIS 1306, Folio 171, was conveyed by Elizabeth C. Anes
to H. Francies LeBrun and wife, running thence in the center of Bellona
Avenue and binding on the lot line of the land in the aforesaid deed,
$3°38'00"W 563.07' to the beginning of the lst or 53*38'00"W 84' line

of the land which by deed dated December 30, 1948 and recorded among
the Land Records of Baltimore County in Liber TBS 1727, Folio 27, was
conveyed by Svalins L. B. Lynch ot al to H. Francies LeBrun and wife,
cunning still in the center of Bellona Avenue and binding on the lst
line of the last mentioned deed, S3*38'00"W 84.00', thence leaving the
center of Bellona Avenue and binding on a part of the 2nd line of the
last menticned deed NB4®17'30"W 25.00' to the westernmost side of
Bellona Avenue and o the end of the 80 or NA"53'53"W 179.63' line of
the land which by deed dated November 15, 1957 and recorded among the
Land Records of Baltimore County in Liber GLB 3268, Folie 406, was con-
veyed by R. McLean Campbell and wife to James N. KcCosh, Jr. ond wife,
running thence on the westernmost side of Bellona Avenue and binding
reversely on the 88, 7 and 64 lines of the land in the aforesaid deed,
Campbell to McCosh, the three followlng courses and distances viz:

(1) 54°53'53"E 179.63"; (2) S4°53'53%E 61.33'; (3) by a curve to the
right with a radius of 215.38' for a distance of 4867, thence leaving
Bellona Avenue and binding reversely on the 54, 4%, 3rd and 2nd lin

of the aforesald deed, the four following courses and distences viz:
(1) N70°16'07"W 149.36'; (2) SE1°51'30"W 66.86'; (3) N78°38'00"E 253.481;
(4) NE®S3'53"W 278.00" to the end of the 2nd or NB4°17730"W 466.60'
line of the aforesaid deed, Lynch to LeBrun, ruaning thence and binding

LANO. siAVErS + Lo%S = FARM + BOUNDARY - TSROGNAPKICAL + LOCATION + SUBDIVIGIC 16 + NOADS + UTILITIES
BRAINAGE - SEWER + WATER - MAPPING - oG CONSULTATION - CONTAACTORS SLRVICE ¢ TEETIMONY

ROBERT VOGEL IN THE
CIRCUIT CIURT FOR

G, MITCHELL. AUSTIN, BALTIMORE COUNTY

W. GILES PARKER and

WILLIAM §. BALDWIN Misc, Docket 7
Constituting the County Beard of Follo 428
Appeala of Exltimore County Case No. 3103

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Mz, Clerls
Please enter an Appeal to the Court of Appeals of Maryland
(rom the deelsion of Judge John E. Rainy, Jr, dated Mareh 2, 1963 and

affective March 19, 1965,

Eraert C. Trimtle
Auorasy for Appeliants
404 Jetferson Bullding
Towaon, Maryland 21204

[pevp————
o wap

i
on the 3rd line of the aforasald deed, Lynch to LeBrun, N7°201007 geese
34.00% to the end of the 3zd or S79°30100"W 254.76% 1line of the or

said deed, Amos to LeBrun, running thence and binding on the 48 fnd sn/’/‘
Jines of the aforesaid deed, Amos ko LeBrun, N7°20100"E 653.71! A\nn gjeled
578°49100"E 425.58" to the beginnings
Bello(,:&.l'{@,]ﬂ)ﬁms 9,09 acres of land more or lessy excluding the bed BE

BEING and comprising all of the land in the three following deeds:

(1) Land whic) by deed dated September 27, 1943 and recorded among
the Land Records of Baltimore County in Liber RIS 1306, Follo 171, was
conveyed by Elizabeth C. Amos to M. Francies LeBrun and wife.

(2) Lend which by deed dated December 30, 1948 and gecorded among
the Land Records of Baltimere County in Liber TBS 1727, Folic 27, was
conveyed By Evaline L. B. Lynch et ol to H, Prancies Lebrun ond wife.

(3) Land which by deed dated November 15, 1957 and recorded among
the Lond Records of Baltimore County in Liber GLB 3268, Folio 406, was
conveyed by R. McLean Campbell and wife to James N. McCosh, Jr. and wife.

TOGETHER with the use in comson with others entitled thereto to
half the width of Bellona Avenue (now Bellona Lane) containing 0.55 acres
more or less, giving the above described property a gross ares for zoning
of 9.64 acres of land more or less.

ricH » SUBDIVIEIONS + ROADS » UTILITIES
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|| County Office Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 and James H, Cook, Esquirg
| 22 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

ROBERT VOGEL
IN THE
Vs,

CIRCUIT COURT FOR
G, MITCHELL AUSTIN,
WILLIAM S. BALDWIN and BALTIMORE COUNTY
W. GILES PARKER

misc. Docliet 7

Constituting the County Board ol Folio 428
Appeals of Baltimore County Case No., 3105

L] #* L]

PETITION AND ORDER

Robert Vogel, Appellant, heraby applies for an extension of time
for the transmittal of the records from the Circuit Court for Baltimore County
to the Court of Appeals of Maryland, and assigns the following reasons thereof:

1. That because of the pressure of work generally and another
zoning case presently in preparation to the Court of Appeals by th= Attorney
for the Appellant, and because of the large number of protestants, on whose
behalf the Appellant, M., Vogel, is acting, who must be contacted to deter-
mine the number of questions to present on Appeal (and therefore the amount
of money to be raised and expended on the Appeal), it will be impossible to
transcribe the record and prepare the papers within the time prescribed, and
therefore suggests that the period for transmittal for the record be enlarged td
a period of ni. ~ty (’%g days after the O:der of Appeal.

4/

Ernest C. Trimble
Attorney for Appellant

S H
Leave granted :his// Lday of May, 1965 as prayed.

/.'}' " TOHM. E, (5
e JUDGE

I HEREBY CERTIFY, That on this /¢ day of May, 1965, a copy
of the aforegoing Petition and Order was mailed to E. Scott Moore, Esquire,

359

Ernest C. Trimble

404 Jefferson Building
Towson, Maryland 21204
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