- : .
PETITION TOR ZONING RE-CLALS “ICATION
ANIYOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION -
TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

L or we, Jenninibeal ownerd . of the property siluale in mep
County and which is described in Ihe description and plat stached hereto snd made a part . Ay
herekty petition (1) that the roning status of the herein described propecty be reclassified,
1o the Zoaing Law of Baltimore Cousty, from an.... RS ______

RA. Tome; fam Ui
for medical offlces,

- ﬁJEnJvﬂ

Sw-3-6G
with special exgeptions

RA ~X

Re:

Fre

Roads, st I
Lawronce & Nor
Pelitioners

d in this ecase is so lacking
the character of the n borhoud as
rly debatable” and that the lower court
ision of the Buard gran

In the present matter testimony was lacking concerning any

change in the arca or any crror in the

For the abo: reasons the reclamsification should NOT EF. HAD,

The reclassification being denied it is unnccessary to consider

the special exception for offices.

74,
Itis this __f {‘f day of February, 1969, by the Zoning

Commissioner of Baltimore County ORDERED that abave reclassi-

See atdached descriotion Mention was made of the large

Frederick Road zoned commereial in i945. In this connection attention
fication should be and the same is hereby DENIED and the above

is called to Stocksdale vs Barrard, 239 Md Page 548:

s are r i ation of proger!
e req ¥ 24 described property or area is hereby continued as and to remain

and (2 fur a Special Exception, under the sald Zoning Law and Zoning Regulations of Ballimore
County, to use the herein described property, for Medloal. n{ficea . fox 4 physiatana

R as _shown on the attached plat

_with adequate pasking facllitlos TREVEEY X ‘mll»tlgilllil
Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations. further petitioned that a special exception for Medical Offices for four t However, on the easi side of York Road there have been no changes
L or we, agree to pay expenses of above re-classification and or Special Exception advertisiag " | in the imme neighborhood with the exception mentioned above

posting. etc., wpon Aling of this petition, and further agree to and are to be bound by the roaing || physicians be granted. al the corner of Thornhill Road. Iudge Menchine in his colorful

=y % apinion Levys v. Seven Slade, Inc., supra, and concluded that the
regulations and, restrictions of ore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore The proposed use would be located on an 0. 724 acre sile Board had no reasonable Lasis in fact 1o support the denial, and reversed

}5 | the Board, thus allowing the applicants' petition for re He based
gr T IY w%p——ﬂ—-?f e B Rt L T e 6, AT R his decision on the fact that several zoning changes had been granted
- Lapeiaa- dy- togs- L) the arca. But, an examination of the record shows that all except
Lo gﬁ‘ A | The Office of Planni | Zoning made the following comments one of these changes in the immediate neighborhoad were on the
opposite, west side of York Read from applicants’ property. We have
"The staff of the Office of Plarning and Zoning has reviewsd held in past cases that a streetl or road msy b natural boundgry
the subject petition for reclassificalion from «=6 to R-A wning together g | line between two zones.  Sapero v. M. & C. C,, 235 Md. 1, 2004,
with Speelal Exeeption. for Offices. In Light of commercial potentials ! 2d 4. In Shadynook Imp. Assn. v. Molioy, 232 Md. 265, 192 A 2d 502,
on the opposite side of derick k a assificytion of the commereial reld that the existe
arca as a Neighborhood Shopping Dist.i » Planning staff feels that t alter the wse of the land on the opposite side, and therefore the
conversion of the existing structure for s by means of i appropriate line of demarzation. Here, there was cvidence
granting should be 5 nmissimer and the Board from which they reasonably
could and did seach their conclusions. We therefore think that the
question before them were at least fairly debatable and that the trial

at the southeast corner of Frederick and Balfred Roads, ‘n th | The record shows that the subject property lies on York
I Road almost midway between Seminary Aven
District of Balti County, from an R-6 Zone to an R-A Zone., ltis | Bellona Avenue on the north. On the opposite side of the
have been some  zoning applications granted for R -A classification.

an R-u Zone and the special exception for Offices, be and the same

is herchy DENIED.

Zofing Commissioner
/of Baltimore County

f apartment uses on one side of the street does

nent zoning is anpropriate. 1 g

upon compliance with an app ata level of
v limited to that area shown by the petitioner for parking and
sion only of the present structure for offices’

ORDERED By The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this.....Bth____
Of...Jaouary ..., 186..J that the subject matter of this petition be advertised, ar
tequired by the Zoing Law of Baltimore County, in two newspapers of general chiculation through-
out Baltimare County, that property be posted, and that the public hearing be had before the Zoning
Commissioner of Baltimore County in Room 106, County Office Bullding in

i T 8 Tommon... Belthaose g change in the noigl 1 stated: For the rcasons set forth ab the arder of the Circuit

Cousty, on nuﬂ_._:,aA... My recollection, withoul referring to a map #%+ {s that Conrt must be reversed with directions to reinstate the order of t he
A M ] velop ment has occurred within the constraints imposed by the ,an. Board denying the reclassification, special exception and varian
( ing man, and that several  attempts to change the zoning have not n
successful' .

This general arca was considered i feich v. Mongelli,

Having reached this result we need not consider appellants’
final argument that there was no ov.denco to justify appellees’ request
for a varlance or special exce

et al, and the Court had the following to say at 248 Md page 505:

Appellees’ witness, Mr. G in, replying to a question

“This would indicate that there have been only such
chanpes in the subject arca as were anticipated by those who enacted the
comprehensive plan, wunty Council va Gendleman, 227 Md, 491,

77 A2! 687 (1962); Serio va. City of Baitimore, 208 Md. 545, 119 A 2d
(1956).
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E. F. RAPHEL & ASSOCIATES INTCR-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

iy g s B Mr. William E. Fornoff
4. MARYLAND. =l 4 “ B s & RSy TO.. Adwipistrative Officer. .
10/4/68 . W0 Mo leho G o, Zaning Sormivioner Date-._ Janvary 30, 196 Mr. Edward D. Hardesty
SERIDINCE) FAESCATT 1asen . > A FROM. Zoning. Gammissioner .
FRoi__Cisome £ Garemlis, Dimcior of Ploning Interpretation of Section 500. 12 of the
g + SUBJECT.. Baltbnars. Gounty Zoning Regulations
SUBIRCT..._Pulition F63-14-00X. MaclouiRcation from B0 1o R.A.  Special Buception  +
for Officas aad Ofice ful Sautheast comer of Frederick ol Bulfred

Roads, Lowrence W. Jeanings, Petitionsr. 3 Ar. John G, Rosa, foning Commissioner

County 0ffice Bldg.
same at a point fofmed by the inter- 1t Distriet Towson, Maryland 21204
ie of Frederick Road and the eastern HEARING:
side of F e ‘beglnning of the 5th or last line of

the first parcel of land which by deed dated March 22, 1951 and

STaTE OF MaRYLAND

STATE ROADS COMM
300 Wust Pamron Samer
BALTINORE, Mo,

Date- ApRU.24L 1970 ...

ACCOMPANY 7
JENNINGS PROPERTY

DISTRICT, BALTIMORE COUNTY

danuary 2, 1969

Ae? Revised Flar for
petition for Neclassification
from R<6 zone to an RA zone and
Special Exception for medical offices,
Locetion: 5, <. cor. Frederick *oad
(Route 14b) anc Salfred Road
Districts Ist
Patitioner: Lawrence Jennings
Committee Heeting of Oct. 22, 1968
Trem 37

4 The Zoning Commissioner respectfully requests an opinion from
the Office of Law on an iaterpretation of Section 500, 12 of the Baltimo County
Tussday, Februory 11, 1969 (11:00 A.M.) Zoning Regulations.
QOn February 19, 1969, the late John G. Rose denicd a Petition
aecking a Reclassification of a 0. 724 acre sile from an R=6 zone 1o a RA zone
and a Special Exception for an office building.

Oear Hr, Aoset

The 110ff of the Office of Planning ant Zoning s reviewed
patition for reclemifioatian from Bt e Kok L

recorded among the Land Records of Baltimore County in Liber

GLB 1944, folio was grented by Eleancra W. Shaw, divorced,

This office has reviewed t
he subject revised plan and i-
that the plan does not fully reflect our coments that wern uudz.‘ulln"'ﬁr"“r“
the loning Advisory Cormittee Meeti ol

to Lawrence W. Jennings, running thence and binding on the south-

east side of Frederick Hoad and gh the last line of the first

The property owner now desires to file a Petition seeking a Spe-
cial Exception to use a larger tract {of which the 0.724 acre is a part} for a f
ternal organization. Of course, the cighteen monthe limitation in Section 500. 12
has not yet clapsed.

parcel and continuing reversely fn part of the first line of the oppropriate, I granied,
with on approved site
by the petiticnsr for
for offices.

redius return into Balfred Ave. must have a 30' radius.

The
plan does not Indi i .
ik es not Indicate a dimension for the rad

s nd parcel N69°IS'E 2 a0* ¥ then leaving the cutheast side ot a0l raturi The
of Frederic ad and running for lincs of divisi e two follow
N20°25%047E 127,72%; 2) S69°35'027

268.73' tc the east si fred Avenue and to lntersect the 4th

Since Lhe proposed Special Exception differs from the original ree T —
quost and since we arc dealing with a greater overall acfeage, would it be in or- policy. The roadsid =
der for this office to accept a new Petition to use the property for a fraternal or- Tass than 107,
ganization meeting place and process it for a hearing.

does not conform with State Moads ©
- h ormission
s = ‘e curbing must return into the entrance on a radius of not

lire of the first parcel ir 14 deed, running thence and bind- The plan should be revised prior to a hearing date bein e

ing ast 2 Averie and on pa he 4th line i {%{ 7L—
in £ {1 » D el frAd / i very tevly yours,

EDWARD D. HARDESTY

Zoning Commissioner Charles Lee, Chief
Developeent tngineering

Section

724 Acres of land more or
EDH/s ¢l 4

land which by deed dated Morch 22, 1951 | F pl ---‘Un John . Heyers G

ce: R. Bruce Alderman, Esquire 3 CL1JENbK ) }. Asst. Development &igineer

ded among the Land Records of Baltimore County in Llber
County Solicitor

follo 316, was granted by Eleanora W. Shaw, divec

Jennings.




BALTUMORE COUNTY ZONING ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Ronald L. Maher, Esq., .

I 1000 Maryland Trust Bivd., -

November &, 1968 0 Baltimore, Harylond ‘
L Novenber G, 1968

REt Lawrence Jennings, et ux
Totwson, MHuryland 21200 ) CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

Ronald L. Maher, Esq.,
1000 Meryland Trust Didg., must roturn into Balfred Avenue on & 30 Ft. rodius. Either the
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 right-of-way line ar the parking setback line fronting on the ¢
porking lot must aiso be curbeds A 30 Tt. entrance would be October 23, 1968
more than adequate to serve this parking ar The plan must be E
revised Lo Indicate these items prior to o heoring dite boing i Dysr: - TOWSON, MD, 1A
THIS [S TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertsc i war

assfgned.
Zoning Advisory Co e ;
The entrance will be subject to State Ronds Cormission o ry Comittee Moeting of Octobe:
approval and permit. published in THE JEF MIAY, & seckiy nemr-ser prines

RE: Type of Hearing: Reclassification from
an R-6 zone to an RA rone, and Specidl

Exception for medical offices

Locotions SW/Cor. Frederick Rd. & Balfred Rd,

Districtz 151

Petitioner: Lawrence Jennings, et ux

Committee Mecting of Oct. 22, 1968

Item 97 The building or buiidings onthis site may be subject to 1 of Z.A.C. Mtg 0 2

. registration and compliance with the Maryland State Health Air Te L G LA-C. Mg, of Gtober 22, 1968, Since the amount of
pear Sirt Polluticn Control Regulotions. Additions] fnformation moy bo servicing this ares ffect of a zoning change on the schas!
ebtainad fron the Division of Air Pollution, Baltimore County R

L

ond published in Towson, Baltimure County, Md., once in each

:
Hibiy
Fair

== 15_69_ the frmt publication

I

[ 2 F He ha
eportnent af Healt The rest of the Lteus on the agenda would have
the incresse in student population at all. ol abeRtng con,

ek
Hi

appearing on the.. 235S____ day of._. v UuAST
1959

The Zoning Advisery Com’ttee has revieved the plars
subnitted with the above referenced pettion and has made
an on site field inspection of the property. The following
coments are @ result of this review and inspaction.

f
f

If you heve ny qusstions concorning this matter, please
do not hesitate te contact the writer,

1}
'-:!35?5

Sincercly yburs,

5%
o

The subject proserty consists of 0.7 of 2n ecee and
is part of ¢7 overall tract which consists of 3.5 of an acre.
This property is improved with a large one-stary builcing
which is apparently used for agartments ot the present time,

There sra also two amaller buildings which are oresently PN
used as duellings - one of these ciwellings being located JRFES E. OV
on the subject tract and ens located fust morth of the
subject tract on the 3.5 acre portion. It appears that
the larzer building could easily be converted to offize
use, However, extensive grading will be required for the
parking area shich is locoted to the east of this building.

i

Cost of Advertisement, 3.

&
I

if
1114

JED20D
Enc.

3
i

Fublic Services: A water line does not exist in
Frederick Read as shown on the plan. A 12" water line does
extend westerly in Frederick Road from Monmouth Orive
for aparorimately 120'. A water line also exists in Balfred
Avenuc @5 shown on the plan, Sanitary sewer exists in
Frederick Rcad a3 is indicated on the plan. EBalfred
Avenue i3 proposed to be developed as a minimum 30 ft.
ro3d on & 50 ft. right.of-way.

Site Plant The entire frontags of the property
#lang Frederick Road must be curbed with 8 x 22" cencrete .
curb. The roadside face of curb i3 to be 24 Ft. From and -*ﬂ- | !
paraliel to the center line of Frederick Road, The curd -
L, B i PETITION FO "
- BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE 05 PLAKNING AND ZOMING »

4
?nmly office n:n:mg !
11 Wa Chasanezke Avenue jon e R ~ ]
Towson, Maryland 21204 oo '-m,,-;-,"‘-'-‘{-ﬁ,"f;% w GATUNS\'IL‘Z [ z M )
Your Petftion has bean rece:rad snd accapted for-filing this i e ) ——— L J— g
anty i Bokgan, 11 W CATONSVILLE, MD. 21228  Junuery 27, 198

B 4oy of,

g Comen
The Zoniag Al and Remadationt of THIS IS TO CERTIFY
Baitimars County, wifl Noid 4 Sublic

Jokr G. Ros

‘ _ e 60792 1170r
: X WO g Ms. 60828 ticeze
BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND THE CATONSVILLE
OFFICE OF FINANCE =~ o rasne i i o i

uﬁhmw g i Fetitioner's Attorney_LNeneS Janninghe @4 @avieved by et e e = before the f Jan.

TOWSGN. MARYLAND 21204 Advivory Comitta Bl S :.:“mﬂ: ! danuse
: 5 o < ame tin the issued oJanuery 23,

and “either
Ioteg

STROMBERG PUBLICATIONS, Ine.

in line i alor
Gogree 31°007W-135.
CONTAINING. 8,734 Acres of
ting mase

@ erag

4

a IMPORTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAVASLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
INPORTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND MAIL TO DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIPTS, COURT HOUSE, TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
Al TO DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIPTS, COURT HOUSE, TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 £ { i

B () B L ‘z./:?';afff.a:‘i:!'/ﬂ/z/
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