RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION BEFORE -2-
from an R-A zore fo a B-L zone |
and SPECIAI 2XCEPTION for & : COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS R. Donald Kirk, et al - #65-381-RX
Gasoline. service Stetion e
SW/S Liberty Rood 299.79" SE of OF
Milford Mill Road, Dx
:m, District : BALTIMORE COUNTY | | rorail business.  He further statad thet, in his opinion, it would be logical to zone all the ] 1d Kirk, ot al - J55-381-RX
. Donald Kirk, stal, P £ s | Leane . a gt s
b i ‘ Liberty Rood frontage commercial from Rolling Road to Akbie Place, and that Abbie Place
wauld e a logical stopping point for commercial zoning because of the existing residential
For the foregoing reasons, the petition for reclassification from on R-A zone
| | to a B-L zone wil! be gronted, and the i
T —_— . OPINION | George F. Gavrelis, Directar of Plonning for Baltimara County, teatified i fi special exception for a gasoline .ervice station will
YIRGINTA A. KIRK, his wif : it he peti i |
I it wife . The petitionsrs, R. Donald Kirk and Rolond B. Kirk, seek @ reclasification | In opposition to the petition, and his comments and testimony would seem fo indicate that ‘
| his peimary opposition is to the use of the property o1 a filling station.. I

KIRK, and : =
1 g
IR¥, his wife ; | from an R=A zone o a B-L zone and a special exception for @ gesaline sarvice stotion an @

tely eight=tenths of an ucre in size on the south side of Liberty |

deveiopments to the east of it.

|
|
|

seem proper fo s to intert an R-A zone, with oniy 470 feet of frontage, batween two large i For the r.asons set ferth in the aforegoing Opinion, it is this__, / £ o
il

ROLAND 5.

ARNA M. K
| ORDER

| parcel of ground cpproxime The Board cannot agree with Mr. Gevrelis' comments, in that it does not {

| Road approximately 300 feet east of the Milford Mill Road. A smoll partion of the west ‘
sido of the proporty (.089 acres) is presently zoned 8-1 and the balonce of th tract owned commercial tracts, and indeed is the only property that is not zoned commercially for Vot vie s s monros Hesed ORDRRED
. md pecls. RED  that the reclauification

S. BALDWIN, ‘ i}
by the Kirk's is zoned R=A. epproximately threo-quarters of & mile along the south side of Liberty Rood from Abble
Folio Ne. 113 | Place fo the Rolling Road.  The Board agrees. with the petitioners' contention that the
To the west of the property, on the south side of Liberty Road, is a large |
. No. 3572 anly Feasible use of this property is for some type of commercial cevelopmant ot thet (1)
o parcel of B-L zoning which s developed os the Milford Mill hopring Center.  Practicaily
it was an error fo zone this praperly in @ residenticl clasification in 1962 and {2) even i
oll of the property on the south side of Liberty Road westecly to Rolling Road is zoned com-
{1 were not an srror thers have been substantial changes in the characer of the naighbor-
mercial, either B-L or B-R. There is o small parcel of R-A east of the subject tract in G b & Bt .
1o warrant the ing of thiz . || subtitle & 1
another ownership, and then @ larger parcel of 8-L extending eesterly to Abbis Ploco. The aiad i sivonling GF 1 propariy | ibtitle Sof Maryland Rulés of Pracedurd, 1961 &
lund directly across the sireet from the subject tract is zoned R-6, however, the properties
opproximately 100 feet to the east on the opposite side of Liberty Road are zoned B-L, o5
ore oll the properties again easterly to Abbia Place.  On the no-th side of Liberty Road
—five feet west of the subject tract, oll

PARKER and
| petitioned for, be and the same is hereby GRANTED, and the special excsption petitioned

for, be ond the same is hereby DENIED.

Any appsal from this decision must be in oceordance with Chapter 1100,

With regard to the petitioners request for @ speciol exception for a gosoline
sarvice siation, the Board feels constrained to follow the decisiz in coe f5848-X, the COUNTY BOASD OF APPEALS
. 2 . e . OF BALTIMOR: COUNTY
petition of Hommond B. Pierpont, et al, for a special exception for o service station
opproximately 200 feat west of the subjec* tract which ves denied by the Zoning Commis= !
sioner and the Board of Appeals, and sbsequently the deniol was affirmed by the Circuit

Court for Baltimore County in case #2975, Miscellancous Docket #7, Folio 363.  In that
“ b

County in denying the spec
ing. anc counsel having been le: P nien and Or starting from a point opproximately fifty to sevenly
rendered hy tais Court on of the properties ore zoned eithor B-L or B-R and opporently developed commercially. Willen 3 BaTawin, Chatrmon
of July, 1967, OF D that the actien of S [ " The petitioners, through various expert witnesses and most particulorly an
> = (. . . case the petition for special exception wos denied apporently primasily on the ground that A
eala of Balt S iriby o i ’ I expert realtor, M. Corl Heinmuller, Jr., produced testimany as fo numerous changes in / Y
= s County:in danying the Wpescias . ) it would violate Section 502.1 (B) of the Regulations in thal it would tend fo create con™ / ¢l
T T —— z0ning and uses of property along: ihis portion of the Liberty Road which have occurred since W Giles Parker
e Y ersed in accordance Wit i ] i rder
i the adoptior, of the map in 1962,  He lestified 1o eleven reclassifications or special ex=

gestion on the Libecty Road .

The testimony of Jeroma ‘Wolff, a traffic en ineer testifying on behalf of

of this Court of July 10, 1987, |
e coptions santed in the immadiote vieinity sin<2 thi odoptian of th map in 1962 and

verified, as en examination of the zoning map will show, that practically oll of the prop= the petitioners, was that the Liberty Rood is presently ongested.  However, this con= e A.m«
v rman

gestion should be alleviated by the widening of Liberty Rood @i this lacation which will

erty on both stdes of the Liberty Road fram Abbie Place westerly to Rolling Road, a listance
At the present time the Liberty Road is the

apparently take place within the next year.
same two iane way that existec on February 20, 1964 when this Eoard idifferently
It moy well be that when the actuol widening

of approximately 3500 Fuet, s zoned commerciol with the exception of the small piece of
R-A land of which the subject fract is a portion. He particularly noted petitions
#53-165-R and 764-173-R which were reclassifications from R=G to B-L almost directly

In oddition to the numerous

constituted) denied the Pierpont petition.
ond reconstruction of the Liberty Rood tokes place that the same traffic condition would
Hawevar, with regard 1o the petition here, we must decide the cese on the

fects as they presently exist and, therefore, will follow the Pierpont decision with regard

across from the subject tract both of which oceurred in 1964,

changes, the witness stated thet, in his opinion, the existing R-A zoning is improper and not exist.

illogical in that he does not #hin's it 'z logical to sandwich residentiol uses between com=
and that the be 1 use of this property would be for some type of 1o the special exception.

mercial uses on both sides,

BigT[MORE COUNTY, MARQA MN1465 M

INTER.OFFICE CORRESPONDENGE

RE: ,PETI'HON FOR RECLASSIFICATION  : FORE
1om an R-A zane o a B-L zone, and ) R: Donald Kirk, st of - 765-391-RX
> ; R. Donald Kirk, et ol - #65-381-f
SPECIAL EXCEPTION for o : col == I
: UNTY
57iin= Service Station, IY BOAD OF APEALS
IV/S Liberty Road 299.79" SE of : i
WS iery s &F ; ground utility lines had Suen moved by the Gas & Electric Company, but that the pavi ; gi
ose, Zoning Commissioncr pate._ dune 105

2nd Dis.rict
is. ric BALTIMORE coumt/ as it now exists Is the same os it was on March 1, 1964

M . o £ STREET

aryland . s Buimors, Mactiond 3082 R. Donald Kirk, et ai,

Su ing i e e Petitivners 5 No. 65-381-RX FROM. ._George. E- Govrelis, Director

Engineeri (s surd A 1t is apparent from 'Ar. Gorsuch's testimony that the completion of th SURIECT._Patition No. 65-381-RX. " R.A. 10 B.L. Zone, Special Exception or Filling

gineering Co oz : R Station. Southwest side of Liberty Rood 399.79 feel Southeast of Milferd Mill
wid P s y v o i
OPINION. ening of Liberty Road in proximity to the subject property will take approximately Reod. Being the property of R. Donold Kik, et ol.

B A one and one-half years from September of 1966, cr, in other words, it is highly unlikly 2nd District
= e This rass was originally heard by the Board of A i

S et A T ¥ ppoals on March 1, 1966, that the widening of the road would be complered prior fo March f 1968, Tha Pefitioner

HEARING: Thursday, June 24, 1965 (1:00 P.M.)

v and the Board si i
e g Tia b B & Board signed an Order on June 16, 1966 granting the reclassification from an R-A presented no testimony to change the minds of the Board, ond the Board feel
. eels now os it

The Planning Staft of ihe Office of Plonning and Zoning has teviewed the subject petition and

zone to a Business Local zone, und denying the Special E i 1 i id i
ying the Special Exception for a gasoline service did in March of 1968, thot there is no essential dificrence in the widih and ol ignment frors the followd
offers the following comments:

or
Humble Ol & Refining Company
stetion. An oppeal to the Circuit Court from i K . i il
i o e sarie aTh ot SRt ‘ourt from the Board's Order was taken by both sides of Liberty Road between the time of the hearing of the Pierpont cose, No. 58-48-X
= t slde ! 5 b i i H H i 0 U ‘ : - i
sulhwest side of Liberty Road, said point tung sitiated in this case, the pefitioner appealing from 19 Boord's denial of *he Special Exception (Circuit Court Case No. 2975, Miscellansous Docket 7, Folia 36) and thi i it ihocibirgesilimdt
. - ¥ , Folic 362) and the present time,

Southeasterly 399,79 fest from the intersecton formed by
2. The intent of the Comprehcnsive Rezoning Map for she Westem Plonning Area with respect

the Southwast sida of Lib Road and the Southeast sid ;
o Miltard M Raads e e aai p«::]x.tﬂrzah:g\:— a0t pr Rl dppmoting Ficinhe Bauid's Qideriauiting tha ielaitificatian o h ido for possible offi !
ning and running on thi H £ Libe d v = F it . 1o the scbie | property wos o provide for passible office-use @ traniition hotween
Snugmuhs ;e;h:sg“ uu lreh‘\i:‘; "':n::::;an“mlteﬂig’:; A B-L zone. On Oclober 3, 1966 the Circuit Court for Baltimore County by W. Albart wrther, it is the opinion of the 3oord that we cannot tell at this time commercial property to the northwest and sdditional residential property on the
- Pt 4 Z 3 " ide. The zoni he spread of strip com=
thonce leaving the Southwest side of Lib B a e e oo whethes 1! 10 . . . southeasterly side. The zoning wes alsc intended to arrest the sp:
s iyl s s AL iinior] ::.E:?cum:db;:ut Gl o o e S W s S i %0 B o \ere woul¢ or wouid not be a traffic problem when this road is actuelly widened, | B ial devalopment. Recent staff studies modo in connection with preparing the
i " y / ; e . | Co ool have offirmed both the purposes and opproximate extent of
:31::972!::3‘& FJ::“'mfﬁﬁ"s?mﬁefﬁ’ﬁ:;ﬁ.r'g;‘“ﬁ&f&fim further procsedings, and directed ihe Baord to toke further testimony “if it ch since there is no testimony wiatever before the Boord that if the widening were completed |h:::unrﬁz:|::: v s i
s 38, : h chooses to | 2
secc ds Wast, 77.00 feet; prance Noyth 53 degress 52 min- e ’ the traffic would be allevi : Gairs
secc s e e faat; Wane Nocth 55 dvgress do 0, dealing with the quastion whether actual construction by widaning of Libarty Sy allaviant,, HencnIESppiie o e Sca Sk e g gbtng | By o guie in the zoning-beundary description,
19 minutes L6 seconds West, 65,00 fest; thence running and - Spocial Exception ba: R the nortswestarly lot line; nart of the smaller |
bnding North 30 degrees 13 minutes 00 econds Sast, 169.12 Road doss or does nat influence the decision of the County Board of Appeals with respect prion bassd upon thefuturs widaning ot Libcry Koad would be toa B.L. This s of no bad comequence, however,
fost to the place of beglnning. Contalning 0.832 Acres, more T _— speculative. duvalopment ta the some R.A. use potenticl in the B.L. portion o8 13 parmitted on
or lasa, o subject reclassification and Special Exception, ™ the rest of the lot.
ar the 1 z cation with the special
the reasons given above, the Order of the Bocrd of Appeals dated vision aspects, particulorly regording access to property in th rear.

the boundary does not ceincida with
ot in the subject parcel is fhus zoned
since the Znning Regulations pern

evception requested would cause some question as to
P

Saving and excepting from reclassification that reel
of land which la presently ohed BL., aald parcel veing ont Pursuant o Judge Manchine's Order of Remand the Board “eld a hearing
sartioularly describod s follaws: beginning for the same at that on December &, 1965 and h " e 16 193515 reofFlmad. ‘ i i I
Tm polnt of beginning hereinbefora described; thence South 2i . and heard the testimony of Mr. George R. Goruch, an Engineer We fou thet cn good reson o dery hespciel excption vould e 1o Lt
ogracs 11 minutes 22 socinds West, 171,32 leet; thence North ' muliplicity of entrances and exit on Liberty Rosd.
gg degroas 10 minutas L6 seconds Wast, 46,04 feet; thence North for the State Roads Commission.  Mr. Gorsuch's testimony in brief wos that the contract COUNTY BOAI
egrees b3 minutes 00 seconds East, 169,12 feat to the place " i RO COF APREALS
3¢ beginning. Contalning 0,089 Acres, more or lags. i for tha widening of Liberty Rond hod bean Ist on September 7, 1966, and thot the cor e
, 1966, ne
3 strueti d be i T ] .
s e etion had begun in the form of staking out and stripping sod and loying storm drain |
Ca, i 2] 1 : —
Ao pipes along portions of the road the is to be widened. He furthar stoted that it Vil S Eeele, Cheliper
centractor i " N | 1
ractor is ol low<d three hundred and twenty-five working days to complete his contract, N/, /, /,
W. Giles Parker

«and i@t on his normal estimates the actual widening of Liberty Road would not be com-

pleted for at least a year and a half. He also stated that some gas and electric under- 2
2

€ A ok
R. Bruce Alderman




PETIiTION FOR ZONING RE CLAZSIFICATION

151 RX 3
AND/OR SPECIAL EXCEPTION b

i i P
. )

I, or we, ¥ » M. Kirkeg, . situste in Battimore #74F
County and which is described in the dese d plat d her e a part hervef, < 8
ssified, pursuagtw < rés

Neip
to the Zoning Law of Baltim from F zome 10 gn F3
r -6 3
8L i &Y h Ww &

hereby petition (1) that the g statu

2=
1. Error or mistake in original zoning. 41‘/:;

2. Genuine chauge

Set attached description

3 . P and (2) for a Special Except
M¥, Clerk:

Zoning Regulations of Baitimore
- =L “ounty, eret " snert . ) n tation
Please note an appsal on Lehalf of Martin Schwasts, Maz'on s L T
Marquards and Walter Dozn, from the wourty Board ~f sppeals of
lal Exception advertising,
Baltimore County to the Cireuit Court for Baltimore County,in the

posting. ete, upou fili 4 by the zoning

o regulations and rest Jav for Baltimore
mattor of a Petition for Reclassification from an R-A Zons to a o ¢ E £ the aroregoing rice County. f

b-L Zons of property locateu ou the southwest side of Libarty Road,
299,79 southeast of Miiford Mill Road, in the Second Electica Dis-

S s 2 Canmtract purch Legal Owner
trict of Baltimore County. This sppeal is from the deeision of . P . 3 .
Patition Mo, 65-3BIRX of the County Board of Appeals of Baltimoze

xcoption !
County dated June 16, 1966,granting the requested rnclassification. 7

This sppeal J4 filed pursuant to the provisicm of Maryland Rules ant's Attortiey
606 L
B2 and B4, Address

ORDERED By The Zo t Connty, (hy 1th day
le:w 8. Swartawelder, Jx. of_.. Méy J t 8 [ titlon be advertised, as
;:fm’:’x":‘:’?n“‘m‘m el fequired b Foning { Balti 10 newspapers of I cirzulation through
727-4923 3 L) . 1 1h blic b be had before Lie Zoning
Attornsy £nr Protestants or ¢ ¢ Tawson, Baltimore
on the xxih
1 HERERY CERTIFY that on this _°  day o” Tuly, 1966, a Lo
copy of the aforegoing Order for Appeal was mailed to Austin W. i L
Brizendine, Esquire, 22 W. Pennsylvania Avemue, Towson, Maryland,
21204, and to the Baltimore County Board of Appealn.

196,55 31500 _o'clock
“\

t Baltimare County.

Harry 3. Swartiweldexr. Jr.

Tuly 1u, 1967

Bofore: HONCRA3LE JOHN GRASON TUANBULL, Judge

THE COURE: Al Fghts Miscellaneous 3570, .p;)m.unn MR, BRIZENDI.®: That's correct, your Honor,
VIRGINIA A, KIRK, his wifa | |

1fs, Roland B. S i
| | do on benalf of R, Donald Xirk, Virginla A, Kirk, his wife, ; >
ROLAND B, KIRK and | | = :
ANNA M, KIRK, hig wife HXCe i i o
s | It to file an answer within ten days, the answer i s AT

. " | | motion 1 granted, with leave

his wifs, t Intarvene as partios appallon. THE CQURT: In an appeal from the County Beard of

i H | tion, Mr.
mmlsaimm‘m ‘ 0 ba non §ro tunc as of August 1, 1966, The same applical
W, 3 | | bahalf = ¥ v Y A}
o ol i | : | Campbell, in 3572, uxcept that in 1572 the application L& made on unreasonable, Mr. Swertzwelder think: they are srbitrary and unreasosable
{ i .
Misc. Docket
Folio 1

alter Dorn, and the same

the least, that counsel for all parties feal that the Board was arbitrary ard

" in granting = . L. classification, and Mr, Brizendine thinke they are
{an Marquardt ard W

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY . I Austin W, Prizeadine, Enquire | of Martin Schwartz, Mar!
i on bakalf of R. Donald ¥irk, st al. CoyRiDg
MARTIN SCHWARTZ, | | leave (5 gT .
mm‘._m“ l;okaumm . f Hamry 8. swmnld;h Jr., Zsquire, MR, BRIZENDINE: If your Honer please,
o ) ; on bohalf of Mertin ! |
(intervencrs)

‘:
an ancwer to ba {iled within ten days & of ugust 1, 1968 aralirery and unreasonabls and illegal bacavse they derled a sperial

1 think the axceplion. 80, we do hive &t loast une. ity of opinion that the Board

| iy 3 was arbitrai; and vnressonable and Llsgal,
10 | numbers ace pevarsed; 3570 is the one filed by :
|

4 leave to intarvene in It {8 perfoctly upomsat from tha rocord gentloman, that
| | THE COURT: Well, Kirk is gr A
MARIAN MARQUARDT, 1IN THE CIRCUIT COURT i

| are tad leave to Intervens it B T e !
| 12 | (e Bohwasts case, and Schwarts and others are gran
FOR B”LTIMORE COUNTY ‘ “

i hﬂmhmﬂuunﬂl.:..m-dmnwm-wmu\-tn-yn“
1 - cann .
va. TR 13 in the Kirk

; elder, gour aj6a) was filed thres from this plat that tha B. L. frontage is g0 minimal that the moperty could
| i Now, Mr. Swartzw!
WILLIAM 8. BALDWIN, | !

n you first.
W. GILES PARKIR, and £o I will hear from
R. BRUGE ALDERMAN,

| | days prior v Mr. Brizendine’s appeal,
baing and constituting 4 |

(Counsel made argument 1o the Court.) is xoned B. L,. Now, the balance of it was zoned R, A.. Of course, A
THE CCUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS .
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

not poasiily be used for B, L. puryoses, that is io say, thet portfon which

THE COURT: Gentlemen, on the patitionars’ exiubit ona, filling staticii or other commercial usas are net permitied in an R. A. zone,
R. DONALD KIRK and

ing Company, 5.5, w!
D by Maryland Surveying and Enginesring axcept thoss Listad for special exoeptions under Saction 215.85, which doss
A KIRK, his wile

gmmu’ 08 b -m«:w‘hﬁ;‘uﬁ-m istared angineer. It allow by special exception for cerain commercial uses & an R, A. zone
LAND 8. Official Con porter

ANNA M, KIRK, his wife

(INTERVENORS®

Tncarper bort Cassell, reg
¥ ated, and attestad *o by J. Ro
In the Clroutt Court for Baltimore County ; s —
lppurlml-.npnmonanh-wopm here ( dispw zoned

i3 vae permitted, and as limited (5 vae residantis) s
& portion zoved R. A., 18 that coact

In 2 B. L, zone It is possible o use & portion of & croperty for a residential]




| arbitrary feshion whan

mnumu-m‘nuox. hMW‘MﬂIIﬁMﬂM.“W‘
"muuw.wwmummmmm.wam
i portion used as 3. L.wuidb-u-dlumuumnw-u. But
I‘\Xnnmn,mtnmnuhﬂn:—m-n hmwmwﬂppldupd
mu-urmwuunum

stacs of property 1% that fashiod, nd W

mm.-uwwmmwa.:.wmmmuum‘

for ray B. L. purposes. 80, it had to bs in emor.

Now, refersnce has been mada to the Fohda cass. Thars,
on the
a5 we all know, th Ceu™t of Appaals atfirmed & re-classification
itad
|remiae that e wers flasi plans for Gousher Boulavard, which constity
which warrantsd & reclasaification. There is also the cane of

| a chonge,
onmmmln\h-wmal

Whits v, Tha Scard ol Appeals,

Baltimore County, whera the Court of Appeals sustained the Board of Apypeals
in granting the raclassifi~ation because ths wvidence was that sewarase

| factlitias were In the final planning 31208, althsugh not construcied, and
=j that such fasilities would take cara of the rasidences, the additional
. residences aathorized by the reclassification. 8o thatin &t loast tioas tWo
| gaze.s the Co

| averoritios to act.

urt of Appoals has said that final pless justity the zoning

but w
P Now, in this case you have not only final plans,

have bafore the buard that
I: the testimony taken in the second haaring you ha

80, it iz the Court's opinion that the Rosrd acted lu an

1t refusa! the application for & cpecial permit,

becauss the ouly way that 1t sould refuse it weuld be on the basis of traffic,
uﬂu:-mrdm-dwhel that it was bomdbyuuﬂwu.mndlmw

Bonrd and by Judge Jonifer on AR application by somecnt named Plerpolnt,

which waa refused, But, as polnted out in argumant,
sach propérty has its own spocific charscteristios;

farst of all, that was

a differant proparty, and
secondly, that record 15 not bafora me . 1 think it is inascapable that oxs

must popaluda from this recard that ai the tine the Plerpont matter Was

wmmm-m.mumuwm_mum
Jot for the widaniag of Liberty Road. S0 that foliowing the Rohda and be
i White cases, [ hold that that i3

I vm-umtmhn-bmm. As Mr. swartzwelder very properly |
| potats out with regard to the quastion of change, the patitionors’ GAES \
mhmw.uadwunmmumwdw.mdmun-. The

| oy
% ‘Board aocapted Mr. H-lnmmxnunﬂnw.mdm-u-d. in its original

opinion sald, referring o Mr. Hatnmuller, "Hs testified to aleven re- {

Slansificasions or special sxseptions grantad in the immediste vistnity

“; since the adoption of the map in 1962, and vorflrd that an examinstion of

‘ the yoning map we'ld show practically all the property on both sides of

I Libarty Road, from Abbey Place westarly to Rolling Road, a distance of
approximately thirty-five hundred fsat, 1§ zoned commercial, with the

I encaption of the small plage 5f R, A. land, of which the subjest wactis a
portion, ™ That, in my opini.a, Aiffsrentiates this petition from the Elliott
i 5. Joyos case, bucauss Judge Prescoit, 1 the opinton of tae Couwrt of

| Appeals, raferrsd to Mr, Gavrelis's testimony in Elliott vs. Joyocs, that
commeraial changeso in tha ares had baan confined to the Sacurity Bnn.lcvud.‘
I‘: a street some <igitsen hundred to ©vo thousand fest south of the property
“T imvolved tn Elliott va. Joyze. Wharoan the Board finds, on the basts.of |

|: Mr. Helnmuller's tastimony, that there wers change within, to paraphrass |

ification from on

Deay Sira

Tre Toming Advisory Cosuittes has revieved the subjest

we the following ecwmnta:

COSOBSIN: In the that uw satject soning iw
= That plans bo made mubjoct to tie eyproval of this Camission,

t ylans for the gasoline

hlﬁ-hm,:l;lusn‘;u;uﬂmﬂ:;ﬂ;;mmm.
B0 that, Mum-mu.:munuma, the Conct finds tat
Mmm,mwﬂmnmnwmm Bomd eould
reach the conclusion which it did resch

Now, gentlamen, in dealing with special ¢ wepions,

we all know, thers are certain eriteris whici nust bs met bafore & special

excaption can be granted. The only contention made as i the apecial

exception seems to be that the cranting o the special excaption would tend
o
creata congastion in roads, strests or ~lloys, because thers 18 no testi- |

mony in this record that 1 &
i i ew that the granting of the special exception would
! trimental to the health, safety or geners! welfore, axcept lnsriar as |

tratfic is concerna would ts & 8!
G s nad, or would creas potentisl hazard, fize pentc,
o i and ot
ar dangers, overcrowdad land, causs undus concentratian in poga

lation, interfere with adequita provisiens for uchools, parks, watir,
14
sewerage, and Do forth, or hutarfera with lght ur air. Bo, the quastion
|7 eally coma:
; ! ly 13 down to the question an to whether or not the wanting of the |
| Speeial exception will tend to cause congestion in the stroats, mads or }
.
|

15

1| alleya.
18 1: Now, gentie.van, having determined (e Board had bators |
19 \, it avidance upon which it could reach a conclusion a8 s the roclassitication,
n thnn wa consider as tv whether or not the special excep!

2 tion would cause

| uch congestion in the streets, roads or allays as t3 warrant it:, danial ‘

INVOICE

TR BALTIMORE CGUNTY, MARYL.ND |,
OFFICE OF FINANC

Divirion of Collection ans Receipts pate 7/6/65
COURT HOU \I
TOWSO?

Ta: fre Stesart A, Sain

1115 Meadow Lerk Or. BILLER Zoning Depte of Balte, Co.
Baltisere 27, Nds

serosrs 10 accouns no. 91622
euANTr 1 o

Advertising and posting of property for Donald Sirk, et al
#65-35{-Rx

How, whan you considar the testimony uf the =sntlaman from Humbls OLl,
1 forget his name ak the momant, and the testimexy of Mr. Woll relstive w |
the number of traffic movements which noraslly woiii ks w - dbya

station at this site, and compare that with uses, such as ¢ ial'ry bar, &

restaurent, & cank, bullding and loen sxsootation, jiive... colleges, .
danging schools, fraternity and sorority Louses, dormitories, buslulm
trade schools, alcoholis baverage package stores, mutomobils parking '.au.f
and many othars which are permitted #:thout spralal exception n =
zona, and taking into cousideration the evidance bafore the Board, and

| particularly the fact that the only real cortention that {3 made L about

{ traffic, I do not mea how the Foard could reasonzbly deny this specia!
excaption osely on the basis of added traffic movements. The only people

| ‘who testitied who could remotaly be considered to be traffic experts would
be Mr. Wolff and Mr. Gavrelis. As]rood Mr. Woll's testimony, it ia
his opinion that whils turning movements, left tuming movemserts might

| cause some problam, that a Olllng atatica of itsel! does not generats 'rafflc

| but ts used by tratfic which is already on the highway: whereas, if any of

| these other permitted uses unier B. L. came into existsnce, there are all
typos of entarpeizes "hich would indesd generate traffic and add to troffic

| congwstion problams inatsad of existing and fecding el on tratfic which

18 going to use that road anywry.

BALTI@ORE (;()ERFIF‘.: MARYMBAND Mo 98967
OFFICE OF FINANCE = s

Disision of Collaction and Recelpts oare 10/17/43
COURT HOUSE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21304

Harry 5. Swortzwelder, Jr., Esq.
1709 Munsey Bullding s b
Bolfimore, Moryland 21202 (Zomlng)

County Boore of Appeals

ounrwo. 01712

Cost of cartified gocuments - No. §5-381-RX
R, Donald Kirk, e ol
5W/S Libarty Rood 299.79" SE of
MiFord Mill Road
2nd District

2P ~iTon of tho satire tract os requosted for Bule or g - e 2
Jaws for the undeveloped portion, those plang o o % " . = = =

md,.md-nuwolummd

settled, that no consiruction ‘whatsosver as

had beea stacted, 30 that whan the Board coasiders it ia bound by the . ° MAIL TO DIVISION OF T OURT MOU3SE, TOWSON 4, MARYLAND IMPCRTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO SALTIMORE

t
plocpont destsion, which was made by & Board which was constitutad, to |

soma exten': at lsast, of other membera, whan the poard says that it oonsiders

ttuelf to be hound by Plarpont, it sesms to me 1t completaly ignores the fact

that as of the date of the last hearing construction had sctually started on

(ha widaning of Liberty Road.
o, gentlenen, | affirm the Board L its granting of the

*‘ patition for reclassification, 1 reverss the Boerd on it3 denlal of the Appli-

cation for & special pacmiy for & gasollns filling station, and I will aign an
appropriste ordor to that affact.

*

® water in Liberty ltoad
> in Liberty Foad
r to be diternined

The sbove coments eve not intended to indicate the
requented, but to assure all parties are made
Ve bearing om this cut'\. heo Director and,

The following wesbers had no comment to offer:

aroau of Traffic Englneering i ldiny
Fire Burec: Inusty:
salth Deyartaent Boxrd of

ours very truly,

- Tyer, Ghfel \xv =
.(tﬂ.lﬂ\ and Pewmtit Proceseing

PLEASE RETURN UPFFE

INVOICE

BALT(@JORE COUNTY, M,\R’ AND Mo,
OFFICE OF ] INAD CE

D'vition of C-lectior and Recelpes PATR.
COURT HOUSE
TOWSON MAKYLAND

FELEPHONE
833-3070
&/65

Austin v. 8 {zendine, £3q.
22 wMest Penna. five. BiLykp  Lening Dept. of Salto, Co.
Tewson, Wi, 21206

3 .ncl-l Esceptlen for R. Oomald Kirk, et a1 73,0
#65-381-0% I

| Patiticn for neclassir:

147 MAK! ECKS PAYABLE TO
MAIL TO

wadle” ‘"_ AL Ao

- — sse00

MAIL TO DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIFT
PLEASE RETURN UPPER SECTION OF THIS BILL WITH YOUR R MITTANCE.

BALTIM@RE COUNTY, MARYAND  * Na38558
OFFICE OF FINANCE

Division of Collaction and Receipts oaTe 7/29/86
COURT HOU
TOWSON, MARVLAND 1104

Awtin W, Brizondine, B3q. BLLED County Bow d of Appeals
Loyala Bullding L (Zoning)
Towson, Marylond 21204

S dce : FEEE

Mo, 65-381-RX $ &.00-
R. Doneld Kirk, of ol |

SW/S Librty Rood 379.79*

SE of Milford Mill Rood

2nd Districs

THIS BILL WITH YOUR REMITTANCE. IMP MARE CHECKS AYABLE 70 BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
MAIL 7O DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIFTS, COURT MOUSE, TOWSGN 4, MARYLAND
PLFASE RETURN UPPER SEGTION GF THIS BILL WITH YOUR REMITTANCE.

PLEASE RETURN UPFE
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ERTICATS OF PEDS 5 ‘ : CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

ZOWING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY,
Towsen, Maryland

ctiement Was
District.

THIS 1S TO CERTIFY, that the annexed adve:

= " printed
R £ JEFFERSONIAN, 3 weelly newspaper

published in TH
S = " : 5 " - and published in Towson, Batumore County, M. ..mmnﬂ!
ocatio ot Geapir! ‘ e 3 RTINS ey betore the--- ZKY

cal Si &l . AL A A V 1 19.€5.., the RAR publication
2 L4 gl licatio
4cation of Signs i S AL

appearing on the
& = 1055
Remarks - - ——— ces

Posted by

Cost of Adverts

HRTE
alf “E‘Ei‘.:%
HEE

INVOICE
TELERHONE BALTIMGRE COUNTY, MARYLAND
OFFICE OF FINANCE
Dirislen of Collection and Receipss
COURT HOUSE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

i

To: Mumble 01 & Refining Couy
7200 York

Towson, Marylond 21204 5

ccount wo. O1-822

o . 8
ETACH LFFTN BICTWON AND RETURN WITH YOUR REMITTANGY = i3 i

Coat of sopeal = R. Oomald Kirk, petitiomer $ Jo.00

Yo d5-301-1x N 7 T | CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

» ""‘F"““"ﬂ“".,j,_"f;,‘,:" BALTIMGRE COUNTY, MD 18
i TMIS 1S TC CERTIFY, That the annexed odvertiserent wos
sublished in THE TIMES. o weskly newspapet printed and pub
Lishod in Baltimore County, Md. oce in eachet "
4 S e o aucessive weaks beice the
" 19 "%, the it publication

day of
— BLE Preasot Zoning KA
IMPORTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAYAI 7o BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND Proposed Zoning B. L

tition for  Spe
MAIL TO DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIPTS, COURT HOUSE, TOWSON 4, MARYLAND ot s Fikng
JPLEASE RETURN UPPER SECTION OF THIS BILL WITH YOUR REMITTAN!

appearing en ‘ day of
0
THE TIMES.

|

Manager.

[ eyl gt Cost of Advertisament. 5 ° *
P, 1065 "

Autin W Srizendine, Esq. i the sas! paint
606 Loyola Federal Buflding P 4 runn
Towson, Md. 2i204 South o e

BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING
County Office Building

111 W. Chescpeoke Avenue
Towscn 4, Maryland

Your petition hos been received ond accepted for filing thi

/L _doyof __AFAN 9k

that parcel
in presently
v being
[CHN G. ROSI
Zoni o i
e R e aning Commissionar
8. Donald wieh

Revi <
iewed by 7 St

n08n Agios,

65 >/ ; Beiny aty of R. Don
[ ] [? abown, o

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
ZONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towsen, Mary'and
g ¥
Mistrict. - -
Posted tor- Llebinss frrort 0 e L&

Petitioner

Location of property:
Location of Signs: ,'/A&J{U.,,
v

Hemarks:

}r“;l%/ LFET

Posted by




WALTER . PIERPONT
WRC 414/4u
TONED RA

WILLIAM C. KIRK
WFL. 484/501
TONED RA
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MILLFORD MiLL SPOPPING CENTER

ANw - -G
TOMET BL

Exist Macedom Parkng Lot
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si Liberty Road ¢ SE. Side Milfard Mill Read ———=

Ex Motadam Snoulder

£x Conc Curb

N, .
G Pole ® 273870
: S — =4
- | Ex ComD Turb ana Guiler ==
- Beginmng Paint

$oe Poar TG
_

2
Eu 11 moter

399.T9' fo Milford Mill Roga
2 Ex & VP sonluy T Es b
Proposed Boxaling of Right ¢ Way
93 showon SEC. Cont Ho. BGG:2410

=

Ex Macodam Shoulde

I
~ MD_RTE. 26

T st Ryt ooy =

To Randclistown

AEVISIONS

FILE no. iBo3s

MARYLAND SURVEYING AND ENGINEERIN

G CC., INC.
1701 NORTH CALVERT STREET
BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202

MU. 5.04689

HUMBLE CIL & REFINING GO
7720 YORK ROAD

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204




MD. RTI

LIBERTY ROAD

HUMBLE OIL &

7720 3
TOWSON

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTER.OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

T0._ George . Gavrelis . Date.... Maxch 7, 1368

FROM___ Office of ".aw

SUHIECT  Kirk v. Baltupare County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

This case involved an appeal to the Circuit Court for Baltimore County
pertainirg to an application for reclassification from an R-A zone to a B-L
zone and a special exception for a gasoline service station on a parcel of ground
approximately . 8 of an acre 'n size on the southside of Librrty Read approximately
300 feet east of Milford Mill Road.

©On July 24, 967 the Circult Court for Baltimore County ent an order
reversing the previous order of the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County
in this matter.

Notwithatanding the fact that Bill No. 40 had been passed by the County
Council prior to the date of this court order, the court uniered the aforesaid
decision and no (.rther appeal was taken to the Court of Appeals of Maryland.
Under these judicial circumstances, it is the opinion of this office that the appii-
cant in question is entitled to the effect of the aforesaid order of court dated
July 24, 1967.

HSS/get
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