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TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

And now come Willlom § Boldwin, W. Glies Porker and John 4. Slowlk,
constituling the County Board of Appeals of Boltimore County, end in answer o the Order
for Appsol lrected ogelmt them Lo this cose, herewith return the recard of pracesdings
hod In the obove entitled mettar, comsishing of the following certifled coples or erininal
pepens on file In the office of the Zaling Department of Baltimore County:

ZONING ENTRIES FROM DOCKET OF ZONING
COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
No. 88-29-2-5PH

June 27, 1967  Petition of Lawrence Cordinal Shehan, Raman Cathellc Archbishos of
Saltimore, for reclamification from cn 2-10 z00e to B.2. and R-A zous:,
and spoclol hearing for off-street parking in @ residentiol zene on prop-
ety located on fhe northeast comer of York and Ridgely Roods, Bth

Dhawlct - filsa
b4 Ovrder of Zoning Commissioner directing advertisement o' poating of
property - date of hearing set for August 2, 1967 of 1: 00 p.m.
July 17 Certificate of Publication in newspaoer - filed
" ] Cartificores of Posting of proparty = flled
Aug. 2 At 1:00 p.m. hearing held an petition by Znalng Commissioner
7 Continuad hearing held by Zoaing Cammistioner - cate heiJ wh ruria
Sept. 5 Ovder of Zoning Commissioner deny ing reciomification ond speciol
permit for ofi-strest parking
[ Cwaer of Appeal ka County Beard of Appeals from Ovder of Zonlng
Cammissioner
0FILMED

MICR

s mcrosn min 8 =71

PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION BEFORL
from an R=10 zone ro B-R and R-A
zone:, and SPECIAL HEARING far 1

COUNTY BOARD Of APPEALS

Off-Street Parking

Martheast Coi.er of Yark and ] OF

Ridgely Poods

E;:g f. : BALTIMORE CQUNTY

Na. 68-29-R-5PH

OPINION

The gatitionar in this cote secks a reelassification of @ 22.74 aere parcai of
land situated ot the northeast comer 3f York and Ridgely Roads, in the Eighth Election
District of Baltimsre County. The property is owned by the Cathelic Cnurck and titled
In the name of Lawrence Cardinal Shehan, and the Contract Purchaser of the property 1s
the Ford Leating Develcpment Company.  Hereafter in this Gpinion the above two
mantioned parties will be referred to s the "Church® and “Fard”.

The proparty in question was purcised by the Church atmut 1953 prise 1o
the adoption of the present Comprahensive Zening [Aap fur the area by the Caunty
Cammissianers an Naverkar 14, 1955, The tact is o vacant wooded lot, and the
gresent 2aning an the entire teet is B-10. 1t is roughly rectangulor in shope except
for the eayterma * bauidary, hay apprasimately 700 feet of Frontage on the east side

o7 the for Road rorth of Ridgely Read, ond appiaximatel, 1800 fect of frantage on the

narth side of Ridgely Rood, Far purpases of this hearing the petitioner has divided the

tract of ground into 3 parcels and seeks reclasifieation os follows:

Parcel Mo, | comist of 8,72 acres, and & nearly wquare, hav'eg 640 feet
of frontage along the ‘fork Road and 523 feet of froatage along Ridgely Read.  The
petitioner request: for this parcel o reclassifieation from R=10 to 8-R (Business Roadside).

Parcel No. 7 comist of 13,21 aeres and has 1220 feet of frontuge

¢]
Ridgely Road, o depth of apprasimately 650 feet and a nonh property line of npposimatel,

400 feet,  The =ast propaity line curves in g0 arc 1o the southenst alang the west side of

dn of Charmuth Boad.  The pet's

Wista Lane, and thence southerly along the wo
requests @ reclassification frum an B=10 zane 1o an B-A (Residuntiol Apartment zune for

this portion of the property.
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Heorlg on appeal kafore Caunty Board of Appeals

- cass held wh curlo

MNov. 19 Crder of Caunly Board of Sppecls granting reclomification t. B.1. on
Parcel 1 and special permit for aff-sieet parking in o redentiol xone,
and denying reclamification to -4 an Porcel #2

Dec. 20 Order for Appeal filed in the Clrcult Court for Boltimore Caunty

ks 2 Petlition to Accempony Crder fai Appeal filed in the Circult Court for
Balvhmoce Coualy

ks 0 Certlficate of Matice sert 1o all Inturested porties

Jon. 18, 1967  Patitior for u 80 Day Change of Time within which to file fecorc of
Procesdings end Crder granting same - flled

Mar. 12 Petition o @ 30 Day Additlonci Changa of Time within whici ta file
Record of Procesdings and Order gronting same - filed

2 Trarscript of Tratimony flled - 5 Volumes
Petitioners’ Exhibit Mo, | - Map (rope) by Spamer, 10/14/86
Ravised 5/8/67
= 2 = Outline glot of subject property
by Spamer

L 3 - Site davelopment plat by Rateliffe,
Revismd 5/29/67
L 4 - Architect's photo rensimlrg of
propased Lincaln-Marcury agency
. 5 = Drawing - elevation of propased
bullding

] = Engineering Repait b, ‘pomer on
utllities

7-A - Aerlel Phors (in Board of Appeals
office)

Explanction list of Itemized zaning
chonge

Officiol Ceunty Mops and Photo-
arametricas
Towson
Hovpkon
Luthervillz
Timoalum
Timonium
! L4 = (A through X} Thetos of area

taken wy F. Klow

it of zoning changes on York Rd.,
Timolum o Varren T4

* n - Plat - File Copy VHi-31-8,
Tentotivaly approved Baltimors
County, November 18, 1953

S
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Pareel No. 3 s a marrow atrip of land 12 the noith of Parcel No, 1, and is 60
fact wide and - ppreximasely 557 feet in depth.  Me reclawification is wought for this
porcel.  Howevar, the petitioncr requests an off=stieet parking permit for parking n o
residential zane in sonjunction with the propased commarcial activity on Parcel Mo, 1
of the tract.

The zoning and land uses surrounding the properiy ore s follows:  East of fhe
subject property, across Charmuth Read, the land is zoned R=10 bur is sceupicd by the
Havenwood Presbyterian Church, an institutional use.  To the noitheast and narth of the
subject property the land is zoned R=10 ond is accupied by the Narthampton develapment,
a residantial community comisting ol single family dwalling: goner- 'ty in the $25,000,00

ta $35,000.00 price mnge.  The land weut of the ark Road, acrons from the subject

property.

zaned M-R (Manufacturing Resticted) and B-L (Business Lozal).  The M-R
property on the we:t side of the York Road immediately to the north of the subject pioporty
is developed with o small Indunteial park, while the B-L property direcily acros the York
Road is improved with a large highly successful shopping center knawn as the York Ridge

Shopping Center.  The southwest comor of York and Ridgely Roods is zoned B-L and is

T mproved with o shopy

a complex comiuting of o gasoline siation, food stors, hardware

store and some other commerciol wes.  Immediately 1o the south of this sizeable tract of

B-L zoning iy the Lutherville Elemontary Sehool 200 fect fram the Ridgely Road ond immedi=
ately south of the Sehool the land is zoncd B-M (Businos Major) and is the site of the
Chieltioy Pantiac Automobile Sales Ageney.  The sautheest camer of York and Ridgely

is zoned R-6 and i cccupiod with o dewslopment of coltane houses knawn as Havenwood

potitione uccotul in his mauest for rezo

o proposes to canitrust

tw autenobile sales agone

the Font partion of the woperiy tearest the York Read,

and a garden apartment development on the wear podtion of the propecty, containing 221

apartmonl

In support of his ot the petitioner alleges both enos in the o

and changes in the cimmctonof the nei

horhood solficiont 1o ju aly thee equeste

< L
Pratestonh’ Exhibit 4-) = A4/22/68 letier addremes to
Willlem 5. Baldwin
A-2 - Resslution of Timonium P, 1.4,
. (] = 6/23/67 letus to Dwysr fram
Cliffero
c levapopar plchure 3/3/68 (for
identificotion only)
D-1 = fasolution of Hevenwood Home
Improvement Asoclation
0-2 - Resolution of Greater Timonlum
Community Improvement Asa'n.
E - (1126) Photes
F - Copy of Boltimore Caumy zoning
map colored yellow and red for
whject oren
G - Plat - propesed K~ 10 layout
" H - Letter, June 7, 1968 from U.5.
Dagt. of Agriculturé
| = (11012) Photos
' ] = List of Prutesrant’ signatures -
in artendence

Aprll 14, 196) Record of procesding flled In the Clreult Court for Boltimore County

tecond of procesdings puriuunt ta which sald Ordar wal entered and
sald Boord ncted are permonent records of the Zoning Ceportment of Baltimere County, o
ore aiss the use disirict mops, ond your Respondents respectively suggest that It wou!d be
Inconvenient and inoppropriats io file the same In this procesding, Sut your Kespondents
will prodisce any and ol such rules ond regulations, mgathar with the zoning use district
maps, ot the hearing on this patition or whenever directed 1o o se by this Court.

Respactfuily wbmitted

Edith T. Elsenbort, Secrarary
Caunty Board of Appeals of Boltimore County
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clossification.  The Yor!: Road iy a heavily trovelled north-south 1roffic ar

1y leading
from Baltimore City to Pennsylvaria.  The general arca along bath sides of the York Road
from the Baltimore County Belbway north to Cockeysville has undergene phenomenal growth
ir 4he past fen to fifteen yecrs. I 1955, of the time of the map adoption, the populotica
by cemus of the Eighth Election District of Baltinore Courty wos 8,700, while in 1948

this papulation had arown te 35,500, Bermard Willemain, an expert lond plonner  restified

an behalf of the petitioner, stoting that Tn 1955 the Baltimore Coun'y Planning Department’s

projected population estimates for the Elghth and Ninth Election Districts wos 80, 000 per-
sons by the year 1980, while the actual population of these districts by the end of 1967

had reoched 137,000 persons.

The Yoik Read from tie Beltway north ta Timonium Road, a distance of opproxi=

mately 8,500 feet, has undergone tremendous change since 1955, Almost without exception

oll of the changes oecurring alo: York Roar

this distanee nave been changes to

ed that he had checked

commercial ses.  One of the witnesses for the profestants tes
the York Road frontoge from the Beltway to Evam Avenue (Evons Avenue being some 1300

o o north of the subject property), and that thirty -twe

side of the York Road is zoned eommercial,

along the west side of the road s zoned comm.

€. Gordon T

1, @ 1eal estate appraiser and develog

new residential dovelopments binding en the York Roac that

en years from the Beltway 1o Cockeyaville.

Robert V. McCurdy,

wpeit withess appoating fot the petifon

vage from the

that in his opinion seoner or I er eli of the York Road

Timomivm will be cone foy rercial e, He further stated tha [

ental effect or houses an the

chassiticalio would have ot side of thy
York Road, both north and south of the swhiject poperty becacse they have alnady been
wibiject 10 any fmpact caued by the sxisting commercial tas; that is,

i ) compliesies on the west « do of the York Read diveetly opposile

Boliwen 1o Timoniun Road the grest

e restitied thot iy sty indicated thar frey e

. .
.
WILLIAM 5. BALDWIN, .
#. GILES PARKER ond P
JOHN A, SLOMK, .
conitituting the .
County Board of Appeals .
of Baltimore County .
B
Dafondants .
.

sareessarsases
ORDER FOR APYEAL -

MR, CLERK:
Pleasc enter an Appeal tu the Circult Court for Balfimore Count” on behal
of each of the above lisied sixty -two (62) property ownen irom the Crdar of the County
Board of Appeals of Boltimora County dated November 17, 1988, baing Caie No.
66-79-R-5P¥i and title in the PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION from on

10 zone
19 88 und R-A zones, ned SPECIAL HEARING for Off-Streat Rorking, Northeast Comer
of York ond Ridgaly Roods, 8th

strict, Lawrenca Cordira! Shehan, Petitianer” .

BOUNDS, STHOELER & SHORT

nel o
Madical Conter West
6630 Baltimors Netional Pike
Boltinore, Maryland 21228
Telophone =~ 744-8700
Arornay for Plointiffy

| HERERY CERTIFY thot a copy of the foregoing Ordar ior Appes| ha: this
_LF® day ol Decomber, 1925, been molled to the County Bocrd of Appeals of
Saltimore County, County Offica Bullding, Tewson, Maryland, 71704,
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majerity of the York Read frontage is roned comme-cially or

used for wies that are other

than residential.  |n suppert of his epinien that the reclanification here would not nave

@ detrimental effect on residential valves in the neighborhood, he cited five sales of
resideni ol properties in the immediate area of the subject tract made within the lost vear
after this petition for rezaning had become putlic knowledga. He further stated that in
s opinicn the highest and best use of the subject proserty 't for cammereial along the

York Roact front, and for residential apertrients 1o the rear of the property.

Another expert real eytate witness for the pet

oner stated that in his opinien
the County failed to foresce the rmpid growth in the ares and di not provide ensugh

commercially zoned lana slong the York Res

He smted that fn his aginien there are
more than sufficient changes to justify the grenting of the petitiener's request, ond cited
some thirty-six 2oning changes elong ihe York foad from the Seltwey to Timonium Rood

since 1955, The witnau had prepared twe exhibits, 7-A and 7-

whics will shew the

exact location of thess changes in reference te the subject property: therefore, we wil

nat go into detail in this Opinion o to cach change cited by the witness. dowever, an
examination of Exhibin 7-A and 7-8 clearly delinestes ‘hem, Mo alse felt that the 1955

map Ty erronecus i that it provided for s oprtments narth of the &olvimore County Selhuass,

Bernard Willemain testit

that I his apinion the present R=10 zoning on the

property s erroncous and that there has been a defi

hange Tn the chareetr of the

neighbodoad that justifics me requested rec

fication. He dareed with the other wit=

timeny as o sriginal ermor, and cited popelation etivtics that have been previously

refemea to i this Opinion.  He stated that the Yora Road iy

rely the major north=seul

Eusiness road in the north

ntal section of Baltimare County . and that the increase of popa=

fation in the imm: diare

whohond creares @ mead fo agd

iticoal commercial zoning along

the York Road. M further testified etitioner’s Exhibit No. 100 10 twenty=fve addi-

tiomal zeni

\ thar Bave ocet

cleng the vaik Saad frontage

Timonivm food

neuth 1o

mia Rewa, citing these add

al changes to support his op

Roagd has been ¢ fgmare,

cial arca by Balfimore County.  He

ali st the
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giving their approval to the development plan, required o service drive along the south
“ide of Ridgely Road, o stockade fence along the east side of the York Road, and requited
that the houses along the York Road back up to the road miher than face it, recognizing
that the property which is the subject of this petition, could be a logical place for future
commercial development. In suppos* of his opinion that it was an error to place this
property in the R=10 classification, he stated that the County should have recognized two
importent zening changes immediately prior 1o the adoption of the map; the first being the
Lanham preperty (Case No. 2325), at the southwest comer of York and Ridgely Roods, frem
residential to commercial, and the second care (Mo. 2556) from residential to commercial,
which Ts the property presently occupied by 'ha York Ridge Shopping Center.  He stated
that in view of these two major reclassifications immediately prior *o the adoption of the
map, the Caunty should have reappraised the situction before adopling the map and place
commarcial 2oning on the front porticn of the subject property and apariment zoning 1o the
rear, as requested by the petitioner.

The protesrants felt that the reclossification would create traffic congestion in
the streets immediately around the property, and especiolly on the York Road, which is

presently very heavily travelled and is approaching its capo.

ty. Hugo Leim, a well
qualifiad treffic engineer, testifiad that the York Road, while very heavily travelled, has
not yer reached irs capacity. He srated that the copacity of the Yark Road at the subject
property is controlled by the traffic light at the Tatersaction of York and Ridgely Roads, and
that the existing northbound traffic ot peak houn is three hundred and sixty vehicles per
hour less than the capacity of the road, while the axisting southbound York Road traffic

is six hundred and twenty vehicles per hour, or thrae hundred and eighty vehicles less

than the peak hour capacity of the road. He further testified that from his observotion
(though this was much disputed by the protestanty) the intersection of York Road and Ridgely
Raad hes not reached the point of congestion, since all the York Read maffie can get through
the traffic light on one phase. He Sad studied traffic in and cut of rwe other large automs=
bile agencies, Tower Ford, @ large Ford agency sitsated on approximately six acres of

ground, and Narri Ford, which is situated on approximately seven acres of ground. Bazed
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upon his study of these twa agencies he projocted thet the two automcbile ageacies pro-

posed on the subject property would generat

ity to eighty-five vehicular movements
at peak hours, and 1t the roads as they presently oxist are more than able to handle this

addil

ional troffic without reaching the point of congestion.  Going one step furiher, and
adding the 1roffic that wauld be genenmated by the automobile agencies to the huffic that

wnuld be generated by the proposed apactment project ot poak hours, he arrived al a total
projection of two hundred and twenty trips per peak hour, and while this additional traffic

would bring York Paad to near ity capacity , it would not exceed il

Rickard Moore, a Iraffic engineer with the Baltimore County Traffic Burcau,
stated that the York Road is presently earrying more troffic than it was designed for, and
the two lame section of the road is now exceeding its designed capacity. Howover, the
four lane section, whore it has been completed, is opurating at well under ity desigiied
copacity.  He also stated that he had not specifically studied tralfic yencration by auto-
mobile sales agencies, and he accopted Mr. Leim's findings in this regard s correct.

The protestants strenuously objected to the rezlassificotion in ils entirety,
stating that they fel: the racle sification would depreciate their propurty valves, create
traffic congestion, end interfere with the health, sofety od gencral welfare of the com nun-

ity. However, the Boerd daes nut find that their fean are completoly jus

ed.
One of the protestants, Vincent Galla, wha is engaged in the real sstate

business Tn the immediate neighborhood, testified that he purchased his home in July of

1965 and at that time he recognized the possiwiiiny of the York Read frontage being 2oned
commercially but was not particularly conceried because he thought that the commercial

depth would probably nat extend any deeper than two hundred foet.  He further test

that he does not recall any sales of property along the York Road frontage between the
Beltway and Timanium Road within the last three yoars for reridential use.

C. Gardon Gilbert, o real estate expert for the protestints, stated that in

his opinion the rezoning o ial would have @ detri effect on the rosi

properties 1o the sauth across Ridgely Road, but that this effect would be much less on the

houses farther remaved from the commercials  He alsu felt that the proposed apanment

Gry of the subj

tpro-
land was Bornard M
rmer Deputy Baltimere Gounty and

perty and
Willemair,
stnce then a most reliable witn
His testimony is well hnowi up 1o a
Maryland, Not having a crystal b
to the present. Someone did have prose
center across the street from the sub,

contractors yard existed on Yorkeid,
until August 11, 1955, the Go
Archbishop Keough by his attarr
southeast corner of Ridgely

yone i ieir way along from 1948
rmind to keep the shopping
perty below grade. A temporary
Shopping Center in 1953, and it wasn't
ssioners approved the shopping center
¥ Mr. Burke did objuct to the zoning of the
York Roads.

Mr. Willemair, furr
reclassifications on York Rosd from the = he Beltway to Tim-
enium Road since 1955, and _rom there 10 Warren Road--23 changes. This
was not disputed. There have also been improvernents in the sewer and
water system, and, of course

here had been 33 to 3n

mote aze schedulod,

Eugene 1. Clifford, Paltimore Cou
report is as fallows:

Traffic Engineer's

"Review af the subject al sults in th

fellowing taftic
camments.,

On !
during the prak hours at York a
noted.

e 1. and June 15, 1967, traffic surveys were conducted
| Ridgely Roads with the following conditions

E Level of

Service
Northbouna Approach - York Ruad 1050 C
Southbound Approach rk Boad 1200 D
Eastuound Approach - Ridgely Road 500 E"
w urd Apprasch - Ridgely Road g

of “ervice B ur Poss

e Capacity on each

approach at th { York Road and Ridgely Road is as follows:

interanc

GCaprcity

Northbound Appro Yurk Re 1560
Southbound Approach - ferk Re 1430
Casthound Approach - Ridgely Ro 550
Westhaund Appioach - Ridgely Roa 730

W Station
a zate of annuai

A chuck af State Ho,
1 lncated un York Roart south
of 107 ¢

wrowth ir wx iiug this

G et thre yeass.

ST sach will reach level of service

The propused

el b expeeted o genmrate §

Sheban - Mo, 6i8-29-R-SPH -7

projoct would have o detrimental offect on the howses 10 the cast of the sbject property
acies Visla Lane.  He did siote, however, that he hod been involved in the develspment
of Havedord, a single family cattage development approsimately onc-hail mile north of
the subject prope:ty on the cast side of York Road, whersin the developer reserved thirty~

o acres of the ariginal 1t for fal devel and

a shopping
center immediately adjacent to the houys in the deveiopment. He further admitted that
the houses immadiately adjacent ie ne commercial arca told fur the same price o thae

houses that were farther remaved from the shopping center.

An expert lond planner testifying for the protestants stated that in his epinion

the pe should be denied,

that it is incomgatible with the establizhed chamcter of
the cammurity.  He felt that commerciol zoning hare would be more in the nature of 41rip
2zoning, which is froned upon by moders planners, that the property could be physically
developed in ity R-10 clossification, and that it would be economically feasible 1o da so.
Withaut going inte great detail as 1o all his testimony, the Board finds that it is not con-

sistent with testimony given by the witness in another case befo

s Board Tnvalving
similarly situated properties ond land uies.

In view of the testimony given by severol witnewses both for the petitioner
and the protesiants, it is inconceivable to us that this property would ever be developed

in it present R-10 class|

tion. As noted above in the Opinion, ihere has been no new

residential comtructi

n stanted along the York Road since the « option cf the map in 1955,
We further find that the rezoning of the 8.7 acre parcel to Business Roadside would have

vezy little, if any, impact vpon the nearby residential proparties.  Analyzing all of the

evidence heard by the Board, we find as a fact that the originol zoning of the property ©.
R-10 directly opposite a large thopping center was erronecus.  We furtier find that the
extersive change: from residential uses to commerrial uses along the York Road frentage

juitify, if not compel, the reclasification of Parcel No. | of the property.

regard 1o the rear portion of the property on which the pefitioner requests

a ieation 1o allow the ion of 223 apartment units, from the testimany

given by the tetfic experts, it is apparont that the reclassificotion of this tract would,

Possible Capacity in two years. Therefore
neering considers it undesirabl
until such time as York Poad is
for the future

he Bureau of Traffic Engi-
se the 171D density in this area
d 1o handle anticipated vo.umes

O, Liem, Jr.. Assistant Traffic Commissioner for

@ ty had similar figures to that of Clisford but his con-
clusions Aitfe Mr. Chufford's report indicated BR would generate
6750 trips a day o tem’s teatimony s, cd G30 trips a day.

altim

Mr.

that Tower Ford, Inc.. 3700 E. Mouument
Street in Haltimore City would be comparable to the proposed use. At the
location could expect 010 trips in ten Hours. A personal visit dis-

closed a very large and elaborate operatcn, Next door was a large brick
yare with many of the bricks piled up in the yard  To the rear is a rail-

i and the very ration of Armco Steel Corporation. All in all

the area would compar ixture of wh .t in Baltimore County would be
manufacturing light and manufacturing heavy, Also, er Ford, Inc.

nta on a dual highway. York Road has four lares tn front of the proposed
and the site nestles in a rosidential zone

toa

After listening 10 testimony both pre and con the giestion is
just what should zoning authoriiles da. We must consider the change and
on should be given to the general welfare and
zoning 18 not by ple 1 welfare has some

3 1o consideration st bo given fo the highest and best

al
lintte sta
use o, thy

scite, sur

y the lo

An
but many diiferent ty

wration ha e come about sine
a. The very thing the Petit

18 10 do by this P
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ning maps are b
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if not couse congestinn, sevorely as the capability of the York Road tu hardle the
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Dear HMr. Schouler:

in the ca
Cnrdinal
T

dismioced the ap
mandate and tho orig
Baltimore County,

a n; vhe
to the Cireult Court for

i, to-

A copy off the manuate 1o e
d T [ o ol

ciclooe
gother With the requeste opies of the orde
dismisoal,

Yery truly youra,

LLOYD YOUNG

Clerk

10
FitoM
SURIECT

INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

HUHEAL GF TRAFFIC ENGIAEERING

Bultimore Gounty, Maruland
Towian, Maryland 21204

Date t
BOARD OF EDICATION OF BALTIMGEE COUNTY
Mr. B, Dyar Algburth Manor
; fror Tawnon, Maryland 21204
Eugona J. Hifford

Ttem 2 - Zuning Adv
Rocl ification fr
Northeoast corner o

shehan Property:  (Auto Showraom & Apta,)

Total Acres: 22,73%

RA Acre

Review of th
traffic comments.

12.663 (Net)
RA Units: 223

On June L and June
conductud durd
with tha follows

There {sn‘t any difference (1
o RA is allowed sfnce (using the B
Elementary factor of .12) the rasul
RA zoning while the present zanin,
below Ridgely Junior High vhich h
+43) the resulting students total 27

student yield Lf & roning change
Tiarclift Apta to Cockeysville
ting studonts would he 27 from
10, {using the ares directly
an elesentary school yleld of

Horthbound A
Southbound
Eas thound
Wasthound

pproach
proach
vach

Y or Poss
of York Road

Susmary

Student

ield
Northbound Appr

sound Apjroach :}\n #n
thownd Approach ¥
1 ==

[

Locateu on York
owth in ex
) this growt
ruach lovel of

Elencntary school dimtricts of this area are 7 < and L
Lutherville an of thy Febsary nrolleent  fraumne 1L onivs and &
capacity due to takin
removed, presest
by way of & 1 roa addieien,

stherville,
flgures {s but 22 children aver
A clazs from Timoniwm which s, with the c}

However, reldef (s due next year

May "3, 1967

VWUr ILMLED

TELEPHONE
EXT. 387

Ne. 44251

sare iy 19, 1967

BAL WORE COUNTY, MaP* BanD
UFFICE OF FINANCE

Dirision of Collection nd Keceipts
COURT HOUSE B0

TOWSON, NARYLAND 310(  1ening Bupt. of Balto, Co.

et
for Secliselfication & paci IAII: For Mot foverend
h—“- Cording] Srohen, Rmen Cothelic iahep of Palts.

RT MOUSE, TOWSON, MARY

e .
o e BALLIMORE COUNTY, MAR canp e 48412
| OFFICE OF FINANCE oare Auge

! Diriviow of Collertion awd Receipts
t e C C t S - e L l COURT HOUSE | <
TOWSON, MARYLAND 2120
| 8 Bapt: of Balte.Co,
o0 DO
ia Bearbarn, nichigen A8I2Y

oerow 10 sccount vo, OlaS2E 2
STy

hl—-‘l-—gi ] :
— Ra-Tsamm o

NTY. MARYLAND

MA

MAIL TO

RYLAWD 21204

c-24-70




ZOMING FILE *88-29-RSPH

« GALLO, et al -

fa/Appellancs  *

MCRE COUNTY

Pa 3. a narrow strip of land to the north of
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