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PETITION ¥R ZONING RE-CLASFICATION
AND/OR SPECIAL EXCEPTION

TO THE ZOKiNG COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

L erae,  Trvin Co Tillman _ __ jegal owner.. of the property situate In Baltiaoce
County and which is described in the description and plat attached hereto and made a part hereof,
hereby petition (1) that the zoning status of the herein describedd property bo re-lassified, pursiant
1o the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, from an.._ MLR . ______

BM
Brcause of error in new zoning map for Central Sector adopted by the

County Council for Baltimore County on 3/24/71 and approved and
enacted by the County Executive on April 2, 1971.

~--190#; for the following reasons:

See attached description

Property is 1o S¢ posied and advertised as prescribed by Zoaing Regulations.
L or we, agree Lo pay expenses of above reclassification and/or Special Exception advertising
posting, elc., upon Gling of 1his petition, and further agree 1o and are to be bound by the zoming
mmm.na.ed:mnmnrmmmcmw-dupupmw 10 the Zoring Law for Baltimore
County.

Petitioner’s Attarneys

Address

Towson, Maryland 21764

ORDERED By The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this
of._August_ , 1571, that the subject matter of this petition be advertised, as
required by the Zoning Law of Baitimere County, in two newspapers of general cireulation through-
out Baltimare County, that properiy be posied, and that Lhe public hearing be had before the Zoning
Commissioner of Baltimore County in Room 106, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore
Counly, on thellth_

102 W Pemoylvania veyue

day il
§r

—ele M.

Zoning Commissioner of Baltimire County.

(over)

—— .

ZONING DESCRIPTION
PROPEKTY OF TRVIN C, TILIMAN, SR

KEHILUORTH URIVE

BEGINNING for the same on the narthsenmost side of Kenflverch Drive
(70 faat wide) wt » polnt distant 750 feet measured westarly along
tre northacnmost side of #a1d Kenllvorth Drive from the cerier of Vest
Hoad said point of baginaing being the baglaning of the ifret line of
that trace of land which by desd dated August &, 1969 and recorded ameng
the Land Hecords of Baltimore County {n Liber 302) folfo 426 ete, was
conveyed by Claude A. Banley, et &l to Irvin C. Tillman, fr., thance
running with and binding on the nacthernmost side of sAid Drive snd on
the first and saconds lines of sald dued the two folloving courses and
eaterly by a line curving to the north with a radius of 395,00
fest for & dlstince of 373.92 feat ( tha chord of sald arc baing north
degrees 58 mloutes 56 seconds weat 373.7% feet ) and north 62 degre.
minstes 350 seconds we t, thence leaving said Drive a
ning with and binding on the third, fourth, fifch and wixeh Lo
&

more Beltvay wich
{ the chord of ua
373.36 faet ) to_the snd
50 se-onds sast 261,1 [ and south 24 da-
M ainutca 03 seconds west 595.18 ue: o the place of beglnning.

south &8 d

CONTAINING  B.i4.J acres of land more or les

BEING part af chac tract of lind which by dee cated August &, 1969
and recorde among the Land Records of Maltimore County Ln Liber 5023
follo 476 etc. vas canvayed by Claude A, Hanley, vt al te Irvin C.
Tillman, Sc.

April 7, 1971

T
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RE: PETITION FOR RICLASSIFICATION * IN THE
from M.L.R. zove 1o B.M. zone

M/S Kenilworth Drive 750 feet CIRCUIT COURT
from West Road L
8th District - Central bector FOR
Tevin C. Tillman * BALTIMORE COUNTY
Petitioner - Appellant
AT LAW
Zoning File No. 72-63-R *
Misc. Docket: 9
Falin: 208
* File: 4858
- . * * -
ORDER

The within Appeal having come on for hearing on March 2, 1973 with
no party eppearing ‘n opposition thereto, the County Sollcitor for Baltimore
County having heen duly notified and written confirmation of the County's lntent
not to intervene having been received, the Court having considered Appellant's

Petition for Appeal, M dum on Appeal, d and the

record and transcript of testimony of the hearing before the County Board of
Appeals, received additional evidence, pursuant to Article 41, Section 255 of
the Annotated Code of Maryland (1957), in the form of affidavits of John W.
Edelen, Jr. and E. Hamilton Niles, Jr., received and revicwed the Opinion of
the Court of Appeals of Maryland 'n Fugene F. Fcrd, et al v. Baltimore County,
Maryland, No. 163, September Term 1972, and having heard and considered
arguments of counsel on behalf of Appellant,

ITIS, this | “‘ day of March, 1973, GRDERED that upon o finding
as a watter of law that the decislon of the Baltimore County Board of Appeals
was erroncous in several respects (as more specifically set forth in the Court's
Opinion filed herein), arbitrary, capricious, (llegal and an abusz of the Board's
adm!nistrative discretion, said Order of the Baltimore County Board of Appeals,
dated June 7, 1872, is hereby REVERSED and reclassification of the subject property

from Manufacluring, Light Restricted to Business, Ifajor is GRANTED.

True Copy Test e

A
“Oupuiy Clart

RE:z PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION BEFORE
from M.L.R. zone to B.IA. zone
N/S Kenilworth Drive 750 feet s COUNTY BOARD OF APPEA'S
from Wost Road
9th District = Central Sactor H OF
Irvin €. Tiilman . BALTIMORE COUHITY
Petitioner
H Mo, 72-63-R
OMNION

This case comes bufore the Board on an appeal by the Petitianer from an
Order of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner dated December 13, 1971 denying the patitioned
reclassification from o Manufocturing Light Restricted (M. L.R.} zone fo a Business Major
(5.M.) zone.

The subject property is located an the north side of Kenilworth Drive
and the south side of the Baltimore County Beltway, 750 feer west of West Rood, in the
north fowson area, in the 9th Elaction District of Baltimore County, Marylend. It con-
sism of B.43 aeres of voeant land.

The contiguous property to the emst along Konilworth Drive is vacant
B.M. zoned lond.  Morth and eat of this, along West Road and bounding the reor of
the subjact proparty, is an M.L.R. zoned tract improved with several modern industrial
planks and office buildings; odjocent an the west side of the subject is tha County owned
Riderwcod Hills Park,  Acrows from tha subjact, on the south side of Kenilworth Drive, s
D-R. 16 zaned land, being developed as the Towson Woods Apartmants.

1F successful in his petition, the Patitioner proposes fo comtruct @ two
million dellar two-story furniture store, combined with warehousa facilities, containing o
totol of cpproximately 192,000 square faet of floor space . |

The prior comprehensive zaring map for :1a area, adopled in 1986,
affimed the then existing Manufacturing Restricted zoning on the subject property, which
had bsen obtained criginally by the zoning petition process around 1960 or 1961.  On
March 24, 1971 the County Council replaced the 1966 mop with a new comprehensive zoning

RE: FOR RECL ' IN THE
from M.L.R, zcne t= 3,M, zome

/8 Kanilworth Drive 750 CIRCUIT COURT

fast Wrom Vest d
Sth District - Central Ssctor FOR
'
Irvin €. Tillman BALTIMORE COUNTY
Patitionex
* Misc. Docket 9
rolio a
' case No. 4038

QRDER

Upon the foregoing Petitlon of Irvim C. Tiilman, it is this
L
3" “aay of August, 1972, by the Circult Court for Baltimore
County,
ORDERED, that the time for the tramsmittal of the record in

the sbove-captioned procesdings be and is hersby extended until

1972,
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map, which is currently in use, wherein i; reclassified the subject property to o Monufoc=
turing Light Restricted (M.L.R.) zoning category. The Petitioner clcims that this action
of the County Council constituted "ermor* in zoning, and is the basis for his seeking 1he
Instant petitien.

Yo support his claim of emor, the Patitioner prodyced testimony to the

effect that *he existing and proposed streets are more than adequate to handle the ontici-

pated vehicular traffic that is expected o be generated by the propesal;  that public
utilities are availble; that there are no protestants of record 1= the patition; and that
the public hearing held at the Dulaney Vallay High Schoal relating t. the adoption of the

zoning mop wor conducted in such a state of confusion that the Petiticner

walked out of the hearing withou! trying to be heard on the review ci his property.
tn contradiction to the claim of "error*, there was testimony bef.xa tha

Board that the subject property was properly publicized as an item 1o be considered for re-

zoning by the Caunty Council preceding its odoption of ths new comprahansive zoning map,

It was listed on the Log of lisues for review at tha public hearirg as Item 4317 and was
noted Io be a live zoning issue.  Alsa, the Planning Board recommended to the Zoning
Commissioner, in the fint cycle zoning hearings, that the subject troct remain as M. L.R.
(see Petitioner's Exhibit No. 4).

While recognizing that the subject property hes been reclassified by the
County Couneil on the new zon¥ _ map from M.R. to M.L.R., possibly to the misfortune |
of the Petitioner, the Board feels compelled to rely on the Court, where it said in McBes
v. Baltimore County, 221 Md. 312, p. 317:

"When such new map is odopted, it is entitled to the some
presumption that it s correct m in ariginal zoning.

Also, see Somemet v. County Council, 229 Md. 42, p. 4%, reaffirming the presumption
of correctness in compreherdive rezoning. |

Furthermore, the granting of the petition would odd B.43 ocres of B.M. |
20ned land te a contiguous tract of 7.4 acres of axisting B,M, zoned land, The Boord

baliaves this is undesireble, as it would psrmit an overconcentration of 8. M, zoned land

RE:

lrvin €. Tillman
Perivioner

ORDER FOR

Please note an Appeal on behalf of lrvin C. Tillman,
Pecitioner, from the Order of the County Boacd of Appeals, dated

June 7, 1972, to the Circuit Cousr for Zaltimerc Councy, pur

suanc

to wule Bl et seq of the Marylani Bules of Procedure.

that a copy of the afore going Ozder Zaox
Appeal was served on the Baltizore County Board of Appedls oa Tac &t

<ay of July, 1972,

L ?

lrvin €, Tillman - No. 72-63-R i

in the naighborhood, with the inherent potential danger of being developed in uses which
are permitted os o matter of right by the Zoning Regulations other than thet wsz which is
proposed in the instant petition, It should be noted that the aforementioned cdjacent

7.4 acre troct wos rezoned by the Board of Appeals from M.R, 1o B.M. in June, 1969, in
zoning cae No. 68-104-R, with specific testimany that it was 1o be developed immedictely
for a new car sales agoncy . Yet today, three years later, the tract is still undeveloped.

The Board can find no compelling testimony o evidunce of “emor” @
claimed by the Petitioner, ond hereby fins that the Patitioner has failed 1o overcome the
burden of proving that in fact an error was committed in placing the subject property in an
M.L.R. zoning category when the County Council odopted the comprehensive zoning map
on March 24, 1571.

Therefore, for these reatons, and from oll of the testimony and evidence
presented, the Board hereby affimms the Order of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner duted
December 13, 1971, ond denies the petitioned reclessification from M.L.R. to B.M. on
the subjecr 8.43 acres of lund.

ooer

! or the reasons set forth in the aforegaing Opinion, it is this 7h _ day of
June, 1972, by the County Board of Appeals ORDERED, that the Order of the Deputy
Zoning Commissioner dated December 13, 1971 is hereby offirmed, and the reclasifization
petitioned for from M.L.R. zone to B.M. zone be and the same s iereby DENIEC.

Any appeal from this decision must be in accordance with Chopter 1100,
subtitle B of tha Maryland Rules of Procedure, 1961 edition.

COUNTY BOARD OF AFPEALS
‘OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
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RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIF1- : BEFORE THE
CATION

W/S of Kenilworth Drive, 750' :
from West Road - 9th District
Irvin C. Tillman - Petitionor Y
NO. 72-63-R (Item No. b}

DEPUTY ZONING

COMMISSIONER
L] oF

: BALTIMORE COUNTY

secks a from 2 M. L. R. Zone
to a B.M. Zone for B.43 acres of land located on the north side of Kenil-
warth Drive, seven hundres and fifty (750) feet wost of West Road,

The Brooks property located adjacent to, and to the cast, has
frontago on West Road as wall as Kenilworth Drive. This property is pre-
sently unimproved and was originally zoned B. M. for usc as a new <ar agen-
cv. County owned property is located adjacent to, and to the west, and is
proposcrd as a future park. The park will primarily serve the area residents
of Orchard Hills and the apartment complexes on the north side of Kenilworth
Drive, The rear of the subject property is bounded by the Baltimore Belt-
way and a Manufacturing Reutricted a-ea, improved with industrial plants

and office buildings. This arca has been developed under the M, R, regula-

tions that require 1 of materials, and land
coverage, ot cotern.
Kenilworth Drive is proposcd to be developed as a seventy

(70") foot readway with forty-cight {48') fect of paving and is to connect Bos-
ley Avenue and Charles Street and has a total length of 1, 3 miles, more or
less.

However, at the present time, sections of this roadway Lave not buen

constructed.

The Petitioner's engineer testified that the propose 192, 000
square foot building was planned to be used for furniture sales and ware-

hou ing. The first floor of the two (2) story building would be uscd for a

The second floor would

warchouse with loading docks on grade at the rear,

be utilized for retail sales with the entrance on grade at the front. The

remainder of the 8. 43 acres would be a paved parking arca for five hundred

and eleven (511) cars with two (2) points of ingress ~ad egress to Kenilworth |

Drive.

| The Petiioner, Irvin C. Tillman, testified giving his occupa-

_—

tion as an investor, developer, financier, and an insurance broker.

stated that three (3) furniture (irms were intei<=*ed in the subject site, and

felt that the M. L.R. uses were not economically feasible rolated to the

Further, he cited a number of office bulldings in the area

subject property.

including some ncarby with vacancies.

Mr. Howard Shalowitz, a County engineer with the Bureau of

Engineering, testificd that the uncompleted sections of Kenilworth Avenue to

the east of the subject site wuuld be constructed by Spring, and the uncom-

pleted scction to the west would be under construction by the end of the year.

He also indicated that the=» would be no objection to the use of the road by any

type traffic, and he could foresce no traffic problem after the road ‘s coms

plete.

In sumnming ujs the Petitioncr's case for error, the following

puints were made:

1. B.M. zoning is compatable with other zoning
in the arca,

The site is restricted to M. L. R. uses that
prohibit it from being developed to its highest
and best uso,

The Gouncil erred in not c. asifying the property
B,M, because the decision was predicated on
waffic problems that no longer exist, i.e., with
the completion of Kenilworth Drive.

Testimony by the Bureau of Engineering indicated
other uses would not be chjectable.

movaTon. MusLLER.

358 . P Ave.
Yowsou, Mn. 21204
[

|
|
[

MEMORANDUM

The Petitioner, Irvin C. Tillman, asserts that the new zoning
map adopted by the County Council for Bzltimore County for l:'h;
Central Sector on March 24, 1971 and approved and enacted by the
County Executive on April 2, 1971, was in error in classitring

the tract of land involved in these proceedings MLR instead of BM.

The subject tract is located on the north side of Kenilworth
Drive, west of York Road and immediately south of the Baltimore
County Beltway. Adjacent to the west is land owned by the
Baltimore County Department of Recreation and Parks, and adjacent |
to the east is land owned by Brooks Buick, Inc., presently zoned

Laocated northwest of such tract are several plant and offi-es
f2-i%ities, including those of Park Davis & Co. and Young and |
Selden Co. These facilities are used for general manufacturing
and office purposes.

The requested BM zoning for the tract is identical and
compatible with the existing BM zoning iLmmediately to the east. |
In addition, there ar: tracts of existing BL and BR Zoning within ‘
a short distance; and the land immediately to the south of

Kenilworth Drive directly across from the subject tract is zoned
DR 16 and is used for apartment development,
This truct of land is unique in that its access to major

roadways in Baltimore County, inelvding York Road, the Baltimore

County Beltway, Bosley Avenue and Charles Street is excellent. |

Since the tract abuts the Baltimore County Beltway, it is ideally |

These

suited for a furniture store with warehcuse facilities.
facilities would serve not only the daytime population of the |
nearby offic' ouildings, but also the nighttime population

emanating from the large number of apartment units adjacent and
nearby. In order to construct such furmiture stor: and warehouse,
a ccmmercial BM classification is necessary and would be far

more desirable than a manufacturing operation as permitted under |
the present MLR zoning which would involve heavy traffic loads ati
peak times as employas shift chonges occur. |
For the above reasons, Petitioner beiicves it was in error ‘

not to assign a BM classification to the subject tract. |

| E- Harrison Stone
Attorney for Petitioner

1
® L 3
5. The fact that no protesiznts appeared,

The Petiticaer presented evidence to the effect that, once |
completed, Kenilworth Avenue will have access to Bosicy Avenuc an the west,
Charles Street on the east, and York Road and the Beltway via West Road. ‘
He slaced groat emphasis on the fact that the proponed store and warchouse ‘
would not greatly increase the trip densily on these roads.

This assumption is true only if the property is devnloped as

proposcd, Consideration han not been given to the fact that a zoning reclasai

|
|
I
T
|
|

it

Hon cannot be conditioned on a specific use. The Departmeat of Traffic

Engincering comrients stats that:

a. M.L.R, development would generate vight |
hundred and forty (840) trips per day.

b,

The proposcd warehouse and store would gencrate
nine hundred (900) trips per day.

¢. Commercial development as B.M. would generate {
forty-two hundred (4200) trips per ay. |

. Thz iniursection of West Road and the Beltway
could not be cxpected to handle this increased
trip density that could be expected with R, M.
zoning.

The development and use of M. L, R, Zones are designed to

function

a buffer with uses and design that are compatable with resident-
ally zoncd areas. Baaic retail stores, that generate large amounts f traffic,
are not permitted in this zone.

However, furnitire warchousing, including

incidential retail sales, is permitted and seems to be a reasonzble use for

the area in question,
To grant the requested zoning would represent an int:usion in
an arca which is presently improved with a large apartment complex to the
south of Kenilworth Avenue, existing industrial uses immediately adjacent
and contiguous to the property and other idl

ial use The

Zoning Map of March 24, 1971, cstablished a large B. M. Zone lo the east of

the subject property. This B. M. Zone is undevoloped. The necessity of an

-3.
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? TASSI, et ux et al B 1¥ THE CIRCUIT COULT

Appellanes FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
: I¥ EQUITY

: Case No. 76860

IRVIG €. TILLMAN, SR. Tocket 99
and
S. ERIC DT NENMA 3 Folio 29
Appelleas
NOTICE FOR APP
Mk, CLERK:

PLEASE note an appeal op beralf of the Protescanc-appsilancs

to che Court of Specisl Appeals of Maryland in the above-eatitled mstier.

Towsom, Marylaad 21203
823-8440

I HERZBY CERTIFY, That a copy of the forsgolog Noulca of
Appeal vas mailed this S3th day of Septemer, 1973, to Joka B. Howas!, Esquire,
Cook, Murd, ¥urray & Howard, Mercantile-Towson Building, 409 Weshimgton Avenus,
Towson, Marylaod 21204, and E. Harrison Stone, Esquire, Roystom, !iull-r..
Themas aod Nelaaa, 102 W, Penasylvesia Avesus, Towsom, Maryland 21206,

for Appslisss.

o

< Fon Fit g
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1

o

The

additional B, M. Zone is ded and not suppo by the eviden
impact of traffic on Kenilworth Drive emanating from the established uses
of apartments and industry couplrd with the present 11, M. Zone, and the
establishing of more commercial zoning in this area would e determinal to

the health, sa’ety and goneral welfare of the community, The burden of praof

| is upon the Petitioners to show error and this burden has not been met,

Therefore, IT 1S ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commission-
g

et of Balti Zounty, this 5 day of Dor-mber, 1971, that the

above Reclassification be and the same is hersuy DENIED and that the above

nd to

described property or area be and the same is hereby continued as

emain a M. L. R, Zone.

Sl Al o .
Deputy Zaning Gom mug=ioner of
’ Haltimore County |

g
3 g lese 25 tL3-#
ANTHONY TASSI, ef ux at al . I TH3 CIRCUIT CQURT
Paticionacs s 70R B, JORE COUNTY
va. s
IRVIN C. TILLMAN, SR. . Case lio. 74657
and -
» HRIC DI nZ¥NA & Locikat 19
Respondants . Polin 233

ORD33 CP DISMISSAL

The 3bove entitlad case having come on tor haagliry on ths

18th day of Septecber, 1973, *eostimony having Seen taken and the

SALter having been consicersd by the Court, it is thism _2sey day
of deptember, 1373, by the Circuit Court for 3altimore County, in
Equity, |

OADERED,

that the Patitlon .or Iajunction filad harein be

and it is hereby dismimsed.

fs/ 3ohm . walne, Je.

I HEQEDY CERTIFY, that a copy of the faregoing Onder of
Dississal wae mailad this 26th day of Septacber, 1973, to John
B. Boward, Zsquire, Cooa, Mudd, Murray ane Foward, MeXcantila-Tow
80n Bullding, 402 Washington Avenuw, Tcwson, Maryland, 21204, and

. Stoas, Rayst Husller, Thomss & McLaan,
102 ¥, Pennsylvania Avenca, Towson, Haryland 21204, attorneys Zor
Respondents. :

8/ 1. Michael Mclaughlia, J:.

J. lickael McLaughlin,
Suite 503

102 W, Psnnaylvania Avenue
Tawsom, Marylaad 21204
Attorney for Patizioners
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J ments of Rule 610, was append

ing facis:

i Lo the wollon snd tlleged the folisw-

EN IR COURY G SPECIAL APPEALS
OF MARYTAND
No. 700
September Term, 1973

Anghony Tossi and Joan Tasti, hls wifa, Frances Kunpinger. Richard "e * & For i pariod of ot lonsh CAfLeen
doys prior to the tiio ol such dearing, gach
property shail be conupicuously posted with
holice of the tlme nnd place of the henrlng
on the petition rolating thercto, » & #,

Elserozd and Glovia #lsoroad, his wife. Rite Hundlay, John Founsy and

"Prior Lo the heoring befo
Zoring, Con « n Japte: r 17
viodted tho cubjoct property and obbervst
sign giving notice of the roguesind roning
reclassirication posted in a eoncpicuous
piace on cuch property on tie north side of
Kenilworth Drive approximately 800 fect west
of lts intersection with West Rood. Sueh sizn
%oz located at the end of the paved partion of
Renllworth Grive and was, thoeretors rendily
ecensible to vohicular traffic from West Road.
The unpaved portisn of Konilvorth Drive west of
such gign ant the subject property was graded
ne2ssible to at leant pedestriasn

o

Alico Feency, his wife and Feter Stownet and Ann Stewart, his wife,

{appellants) as sdjacent pr nelghboring property owners. flled a bLill The answer of the zonlng commissionar admitted thot reclasaification

in oquity cge!nst Irvin C. Tillman, owncr of An unimproved tract of lund

had boen authorized by the Circult Court for Baltimore County on nppeal
in Baltimore Gounly fronting on Kendlworth Drive, comprising B.43 acres, alter prior denials by both the zoning commissioner and the zoning board,
and agalnst S, Evic Di Henne, Zoning Commissioner of Boltimore County Further answering he declared that "hc has no personal or officisl inter-

(appellees). A1l appellants reside in the development known ag est in tha outcome of this cose ond that he will await tho edjudication

Riderwood Hills, distant about 1000 feet west from the subject tract of tho cass on the merits apd sct in mccordance with thin Court's

deciglon.”

ARTHONY TASSI, at ol

Kenulworth Dirlve. ly, I also rved
cn ogeasion the sign giving notlce of my appea
to the County Basrd of :nm:nln and the int:pﬁrl
the hearing on such eppual. Herch 23, wyyz."

and separated from it by a partielly cleared, purtianlly wooded Baltimore

County Playground. The ownor denled that the proporty was improperly posted and moved

V. ‘
The motlon for summary Judgment come on for hearing befora Judge

©
The bill of compleint sought to onjoin the okaer from developoent for summory judgment. An offidevit by ovner, conforming to the requira-

of the land for any usen othor then those uermissible under M.L.X. John E. Raine, Jr., in tno Circuit Court for B ltinore Counly on

(Manulacturing, Light Restricted) clasaificetlon. Tha bill also sought given in {wo ncwspepers of genernl cicculation Septewbor 18, 1973. At thst henring countervalling affidovits oy Allee
in the county for A period of at lesst fifteen : s
days prior to the Lime of sueh huaring.
each case, puch notice shall describe the
proprrty involuud in the petition and the relier

LA tznyed for therain."

@ ond other sections of the Baltirore County Code ruelating Lo zont:
werc substontinlly changed by Bill 72 (Council Bill K2 raun;gd nulu!ym
to the time schedules et which Bill 72 would become effoctive). Amovyg
other things, Bill 72 mandeled a nuw county-uide zoning mop; raquircdﬁ
conplete raview thercof every fourth year thercafter; provided for
eyclicnl (lwice yoorly) consideration of all upplications for zonling

IRVIN €, TILLMAN, 6t ol
to compel the zoning commissionor to change the Baltimore County Zoning

Feency' and John Feeney, also conferaing to Ruie 610, were submitted in

Haps applicabla to the subject property from B.M. (Bvsiness Major) behzlf of mppellantes They olleged the following factus

classification to the M.L.R. clessifécution.

[Alice Feency] "I recell the sumsor 7

anor of 1971 speeifieall,
vith regard to the property invoived I;n this *

suit. Towards the end of the summe » wnlle my
" children vere 2t the County playground adjacent
Yo the subjecl proparty, 1 had walied my childrea

to the playground ond saw o bulldozer kno ng
down trees on the subjoct property for bhe

The compluint acknowledged that the tract hed been rcclassifiecd

from ils former M.L.R., Zonlng to its currcnt B.M. zoning, but nllcged

that the change was 2 nullity by rcason of the alleged failure by zonins

ariee reclacsifications (rothor thon picec-menl considerntion of singla e
r 5. at "pase
Gulvert < applicationa) and significont®y incresscd the requircmol 5 nmral:lom-mn fortcoton of tha proparty 1o mke o
vﬂcmwn’ authorities to comply with the mandate imposed by that portion of 1o the public. We decm it spproprinte to ttnchqth:nfu?gatgx 2‘!"““ T ::’y' srlartelthis fing "mpcm{'"‘- pﬁré?o;
o C nov conatructed Xenllwortih Drive was

Soctlon 22-22 ns amended by Bills 72 (1969) tnd Bi1l 42 (1970) as
Appendix A to this cpinicn for the ruésnn thai we shall éc?n{’e)\t in the
opinion upon those actions taken by #zoning outhorities in nccordnnse with
its dicinten, in sttompts to assure that Lnlorested citizens of
county would or could have knowledge: (u) af 2
ification; (b) of the dates {within two A5 duy od. hon
whieh overy such request wes scheduled for hessd and (c) the date
of hearIn; ns to pavticulsr requost. Tie subject proparty wos ona
of 5 petivions r clossificatlon intluded in the Pirst cycla ol
hoarings processcd under the new Yow.

Section ?.2-‘2?.-’-’(5) (as amznded by County Council Bill Mo. 72, 1969 und Tanpietely Wooded, | Durlug this suscer I
take my children to the playgrouvnd nt le
& week ond sometines wore oflen. At this tine
nelither dld I gec any notice of & herring for a
;-:Siglgdclun:;e H!unt;cgnrd to the subject property
nyone In the neighborhood bring
attontion to nny notice, F o dnd

1/ Prior to the passage of Council BLlL %2 (1969) the sole mandate

for motlee was prescribed by then Scctlon 22 c) and rand as follow
"(e) Rotlee of such petition end of the time nnd

place of the hesring thercon before the zoning

copalsaloncr sholl be conspleuously posted upon

the property, w«nd notice thorcof zhall elso be

PER CURLAM annually

Flled: May 23, 1974

Sba L mt upon K

"Boleiners County,

B30 snd Vet § For purposes of 11lustration they may bo visual-

FUBLIC ROTICH

1zed ©5 £ix sguoies [ronting on Kenllworth Drive, threz on the novth side

c th time 3
1 wonid do so te i
culate Coi ntion o
t open for traftic clther durin
1972 or ul any %ime prior thercto.

#oning Reclasalfication Petltic

o £nd {heee on the south side. On the north clde (from east to wost) these 15 neeopied o £41

Fersonn ! tagtl of John Feency. r = of the appelinnia, alsn wns loner Cor the

troete nve: (1) B.i. zoned land {unimproved at the time of tho subject

kon. L Lzstinony . in any witerial ua e 1 i
Lagon. At tebivony did ot dn dny WAYArIS] Wi gifrer hopradd rezoning); {2) the subjoet tract; (3) the Boltimove County Pleyground 1971 April-ootober Zonlng Keelassification Cycle.®

At no time during 1972 was I ever awire nor
informed by other persons of a pesting of o
notice of eppeal with regard tc the subject
property. The first time I wes mads awsra of
sny zoning chenge, let nlone upplicetlon for
such chenge. was at a neighborhood community
meeting on April 9, 1973. At no time prior wes
I ewarc of any proceedings occurring concerning
en application for change of zoning with regard
to the subject propurty.”

1lex 5 e his ariddavit. o :
to the allegaticns contoined dn his erfidavit. All records pertaining A map of Baltimore County was centersd in the motice. We rcproduce

{cextendlng to the sesteronost border of Rlderweod Hills). on the south

to the reelassificatlien of the subjeat tract, f.c., those of the Circuic side {nloo from cast to w 5t) thelr oppositc numbers are: (1) the Golony the map harein.

zoning comnisafoner and the ¢ 30 were before th:
Court, the zoning ecomn ner and the foning botrd, also were befora ti Apirtmon, Towahouse Conplax (Qi1ly comploted ot the time of rezoning)s

trinl Jjudge &t tho su

(2) the Somerset Manor Apartment Complex {wder construction at the time

At the concluslon of the heoring the trisl Judge delivered an oral

i of rozoning); =nd (3) a woccded, unimproved tract (extonding to the eastern
opinien. In due course an order was passoad dismlssing the Lill of

most border of Riderracd ]H_l!.’i)- On both sides of Kenilworth Drive the

[John Fesney] "I raecall riding my bicycle for exerclse
down Kenilworth Avenue to the subject properiy
which, until tiie end of the summer of 1971 was F
completely wooticd. Al this time bulldozers
clearced that porticn of the subjecl property
whi:h wag to be o future part of Xenilworth
Drive. At no time ¢id 1 see any sign posted on
the property giving notice of & hearing for re-
classification. At no time did anyonc me! 1
swarc of eny signs postod on the subject property.
I rode my olcycle through the subjoct prorerty
approximztely two to three times a week. During
the first part of 1972 while I was ridlng my
bicyele frequently thr wgh.the subject proporty I
never noticed apy signs posted on the proparty
for the purpoeas of %‘nrom:.na persons of en
appeal related to the subjoct property. RKelther
dld enyone make we aware of suth signs. At this

time nlso I exercised on my bicycle frequently.

complaint. tracts nuzbered (2) and (3) above fronted on o paper slreet when ths

An =¥tensive deseription of the locslion and appearance of the tract | petition for reclassification of the subject troct wes filed. Some clears

is necessury for clenr understonding of the fsrue presented here. 1ing snd grading for its ultimate paving hud commenced, hovaver, &t the

Kenllworth Drive was planned ms ¢ county rosd or street to connect time the subjoct proporty was posted. Attached ag Appendix B. ia

Cherles Strest Avenue with YWest Rood in & rclatively straight course. Petitioners' Exhibit 1.

Section 22-22, as amepded, complotely rovised the procedures by

‘Therculiter. it would continue by n curve to the southeast to make

connection with Bosley Avenuc. A connection to York Road 1B provided which petitions for rozoning reclagsification Wers processed in Baltimorn

through West Road, Kenilworth Drive thus serves to eonnect three major County. A cycle system of fillngs, notices and hearings was provided.

4 e
traffic orteries--existing Charles Street Avenue and York Road and Tho zoning file showed tF-% tho subject tract was ome of fifty-four

properties (involving every county zoning district) included within the -~
first recisssification cycle following adoption of the camir.,-vide roning

planncd Bosley Avenue; the latter row in course of completion. At the

Kenilworth Drive, specificelly the ssctlon -
through the subject property was not open for
traffic until Sentesber of 1972. The first time
I bocome owere of o change in zoning classifics-
tion with regnrds (o the subject property was
around April 9, 1973 when my wife informed me she
had been told at the neighborhood community
associstion meeting.

timo of the reclassification of the subject tract, however, Kenilworth

Drive was paved only at the two ends of its straight course. From mep. It showed slso that pursiant to the provisicns of smended Section

- 22.22, the zoning comnissicnaer of Baltimore County had caused to bo pub-
lighed on April 29, 1971 o full page advertiscment iIn each of two news-

Cherles Streot Avenue it was poved to the costern boundary of the

Ridervood Hills development in which appellants reside. Fros West Road
Shortly thercafter I asttempicd to contact
hard Murrny who returned my phone call a
¥s latur both Lo scek information about

it wus paved for saven hundred and Fifty feot to o point at or neor the papers of peneral clrculatfon in Baltirore County, i.e., iu The Jeffer-

i k | sonisn, Tougnl‘iarylnm. and in The Timcs, Catoncville, Maryland.
i ; Enth carricd an ldentical heading, namoly:

Hr.
Tew

east baundary of the subject tract.
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Tavit o ouner declared alfl dvely: Lol e b

SR “ving notiae of bhe requested reclessificobion poscod
as indicaicd nn Lie tificates, and that they were posted ob the ond of
the puved porzion o enilworth Dr. , Lhe enly part that wes ac sibin

to vehicular Loaffic from Hess hosd, He added that the unpnved portlen
of Kenilworth Urive vest of the paved surface had been greded prior te
provide nobice to &t least pedestrian trafile

the postings znd
ends of Kenilworih Drive.

coming to and from b

The effldovit testinony of Mr. Fesney and the affldevit of §

. rarely declnced that they had nol soen tie

Feency, on the oihur b

posted elens.

In Henth v. Tali'~ M. 296, UG A

i 797, strikingly elnior

. @ vitness hud testified that sha sew 3

0L G

in itz focts to the sub!

testifla Gt thoy d1d not scae th2

posted slgn. Two other witne

pign. On thot evidence, the Court of fps ioat pame 300 [Fol):

Aln=
1 ohoadd

"licgative tostimeny of this xi
prove the positive te 1'ony G
been posted for the perlod of Len Zay
accordance with the rules of thu hoard,

Jn the sutject case formel certificaticns show thel po
subjoct tract had been wade at its southcast corner. Thab southeost
corner of the tract was disgonally opposite the only populated trect
within 1000 feat. More, the aigns wore posted direetly acrosas Prom tho

ongolng construction of the extensive Sorersci Manor hpartuent Cernlicw,

In chort, the property hud hesn pested at the single point

the nigns could be obacrved by the edjoining recidents of Lhe Coleny

The subJecy property pore aumber 6 in that notice and wos thus
doseriomd:

"G, Praperty Orners
Location

Lrvin C, Tillsan
enlluorth De.,

0! ¥ of West Rd,

feclass, Lo B
Distriet: Yth Scetor! Central

Mo, Acres: B.43."

During the period off the ruming of that published notico, county

authorities nlso were required to "moka sush listing end map aveilable

in the vorm of o prese relesse, sod for 8 per‘nd of of least throe weeks
Shall prblicly dinplag A copy of such 1istin end map In the cowaty office
Luile ur obher appeope % I'o Te Inzpeccion.”  Altiough the
soning fle duselr did not alfimatively demonstyate compliancs with thet
prevision of law, there io neithor allegetion nor proaf of & fzilure by

o

ty author)ties to do so. It will be presumed accordingly, thul this

duty vas performed by thz suthorities. Johnstown Coal & Coke €o. v.
Dizhong, 198 «d. 467, bk, B A.za Bhy, BS0.

“Ir further complience with amended Section 22-22, the zoning
conmissloner caused to be publiched on August 12, 1971 a full poge
sdvertiserent in the same two newspapers of general circulation in
Daltinore County. Each carricd an identical houding, namely :

"Reitiwor County, Maryland
FUBLIC NOUTICE 5
Zoning ReclassiCicotion Petitions, Schedule for
Hearing by Baltimore County Zoning Conmissioner
for the 1971 April-October Zoning Reclassificotion
Cyele."
A wap of Baltimor: Gounty ldentlcal to that heretofore repreoduced hercln

alno was centercd in thut notice. ‘The scheduled hearlng date for the

i 13.

Apartueat-founshouse Complesn (ene by their guests) ond by torkucn o

in the construction of the Sewcrsct lapor Cowpeox (and by visliors Lo

t cornur of tho subjoct btract, on the other hand.

that site). The sow

wa  weodad at 1is borler with {he Baltinore County Playgreund. Whe Intter|

traoct also was at thag horder.

In commenbting on this evidence Judge Reine saldsz

"It scems to me thut it's cleor that the sign
was right nt where the paved portion of Kenllworth
prive ended, which was sbout 800 fzet, which was
right pest the cast cdge of the subject propertys
ond that to hove located the sign anywhere olse on
the subject property would of nucessity have
pleccd it in a wooded area, not eecessible to
vehiculayr ftraffic. I they posted it on tha other
eide of the wocds so that 1t could have bden sacn
by vehicvanr traffic in the aren west of the woods,
it would not heve been cn the subject property. It
would have been et least seperated by the property
held by the Depariment of Recreation and Porkes. ¥
# # Well, there's no rcal issuc of fact. I think
{the matler 3 one of luw; because on the evidence
thet is before the Covrt, I can only find thut there
was & zoninz notice posted on the north side of
Kenllworth Avenue, »ight at the end of the paved
porticn of Xenllworth Avonuc, and ihut wos 6t a
point some B0O Toet west of Viest Road which would
put it some 50 Toet from tha southesst corner of
{the subjeci property, bacausc that property is
Joczted TH0 faut fran West Rond; so if you go 50
feet furlhier away, it mnkes your 800 fect. That's
wherz Lt was.

15 quite cle
or penple 1

¥ to me that it would not
ing unst of the wooded
his slin, But I find
ns there. Tt then makes
se & question ol
compliance with the Zoning Department regulatlons,
that the sign must be placed in a conspicucus spot.
But X think 1t's also got to be postod on the
proporty.

llow, since this property was this woodod arca,
1t secno to mo the nnly really cohspieuous spot
#as the spot that was chesen. I don't ses whero
clse you could have put it." i

relher that is substantial R

suhdect property (along wilk two olherz) wes thus shosn In the notlce:
"Fridey Septesber 17, 1971

6. Property Owner:  Irvin ¢, Ti11nan
Location:  N/S Renilworth-Drive, 750 feet West of Wost Rood
“Precent Zoning:. M. L.R.
Propozed Zonltne:
Disirict: Qtn.
No. Acres:  BLA3.Y

In further complisnce with ameaded Suctlon 22-22, the zoning commissiondr
caused to be published on August 26, 1971, in the sume two newspapers of
peneral eirculation in Baltimore County, an individuzl notice relating

to tne subject property. Thnt notiee bore the headlng: "Pet tlon for

Recla icsiton YEh District." Tt gave a full legrl description of tho
subject Lracty the existing und proposed zoning for the property; stated
the location of tic property, and onnownced tho date ond plece of heaving
belore the zoning comrissioner.

The zoning flle contalned & certificetion thet the property wus

with the of the reading sc follova:

posted in
"CERTIFICATE OF FOSTING
ZOUING DEPARYMENT OF BALLTHCRE COUNTY
TOWSOH, MARYIAND
District _ _9th _ _ Dote oi Posting Aug. 26-1971
eclessification

Posted for:
Petitioner: _ Irvin C. Tillmen  _ _ _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Location of property: N/S of Kenilworth Dr. 750 ft. from West Rd. _

location of Signs: M/S_of Kenilwor:h Dr. BOO ft. + - from Vest RI._

Romarks:

Posted by:/s/ Charles H. Neal Dato of return: Sept. 7-1971F
= Tignature

In addltlon, a second posting of the property (although not requirsd
by law) was made prior to the hearlng held by the zoning board cn liarch

1.
lio evidance whatover contradicts thst factual sumiary by the
trinl judge. :
Tha guide to decislon upon o motion for summary judmment was de-
clored An Guernssio v. Amevican Donkurs, 236 #d. 500, 503, 204 A.2d
568, 570:

" # pppellents were required either to discredit
appellec's averments @s untrue or to specify evi-

dence which would give rise to a tricble icsue of

materisl fact."

In Koisley v. Keller, 11 Kd. App. 260, 272, 273 A.2d 624 . 625, this
Court caid:

"The party opposing the motion must show by facts,
¥hich would bo admissible in evidence, that there
is real dispute between the parties. The dispute
must bo matarial to the outcoma. Parties are re-
quired to raise vhatever insues thoy desive to
interpose to the motion at or before the tims of
hearing in the trisl court by arfidavit or
deposition, # # #."

¥We agree that no issue of fact exists. HWe turn then to tha

q ." hether, upen cted facty, the appellees wers entitled
to judgmont as a"matter of low,

In the subject case the record below shons litersl complinnce with
the statute mandating the posting of the proveriy thet wac the subject
of the requested zoning reclassification. It shova as well liternl
compliance with the three other required official publicetione of notice
to interested persons required by Sectlon 22-22, Morcover, all of the
evidence supports the conclusion, stated by the trial Judge, that "tha
only really conspicucus spot w‘ea the spot that was chosen [for posting],”

ORDER OF DISMISSAL AFPIRMED,
TOSTS 0 BE PATD BY APraLIales.

: | 1.
23, 1972, evidinced by the Colloving:
“CERTIFICATE OF PUSTING

ZAOHING DEPSRTVETT OF PALTTMORE COURTY

T i, MARYTIAND

District _ 9th__ _ _ Date of Posting Jzn 17-197¢2
Posted for: _ Appemrl

Petitioner: | Irvin €. Tillman

Location of property: N/S Kenilworth I

Lt cron

Location of Signs:H/S Kenaiworth Drive 025 #i. +- M. af Yust Read

Remavkss oo 00
Ponted by:/s/ Cherles H. i
Led “gizr=Ture

¢
The following collequy cccurred during the personzl testimory of
Mr. Fecney:
"Q (By the Court) Did your nelphborheod zommunity
assoeletion, ot which you Pirst

lerrput of this zonin pil
the YLh, had it boen existence

Tor the p ilng year?

A The community essocjation?

qQ Yos.

A Oh yes, sir.

Q Did 11, as serc associotiens do,
«did 1t hove & Zoning cowmittee
that acted as sort of o watehdop
for tho community?

A Yes, 1t did.”

The witness made no explonution as to vhy socociailon moube

remained unaware of the subject rezoning requost in rpite of the 1
public notices 8s previously detailed,

In short, apuellents sole explonation for the failure of &ny

"{u) The
rare B change ng

tthin
zoning

2 g
reclassir praviaad.

Iice*lon of o
my be riled with t]
a4l orner gs' such orop:
£ representative., Buch o
petition shall Ly % tion of the rersons :h;,ucn
petitioner's opinion, the reclacsification so L‘
he mcge. set forth in sufficlent detail to pro riy
;s sz the pilaening board and the zoning commissionar of
ihe patltioner's case. Any allegation of change in con-
dinlons as Justifieatdon for the nctlon cought shail b
supported In the potition by precise description of such
cehanze, ond any allesation of orror shell bhe g0 wuprorted
in sinilor detsil, Ko uch potitlon by the ouner of Lhs
properiy concerned shall be accepind ror £1ling unless it
:egt:duhﬁ zoning commissicnar's rules of p.-nct.fcs and
rosedure.

{b) A& patitlen tor o zonling reclo:
prupurty (recla i

zoning commissio,
iy, or by his le

{c) For the purpose of consideris ntonporancous 2y
inz roclagsificntion petitions in rolaien o eecn eihen
and according to a stendard Rehedule, he following g
anhunlly recurring sehedule periods aie hareby astablished
to be applicabie on and afier April 16, 1971, subject to
provisions licroinaftor set forth: i3

APRYL-OCTOBER CYCIE

;urig: ;:Ii'._nru 16-tay 31 and
‘e June l-July 31 ani D mb. -
Period III‘lue,use and Fggi:n:; Tonrtal
Period IV Sept, 1-Oct. 15 and Karch 1-April 15

OCTODER-AFRIL CYCLE
Oetober 13-lov. 30

(9) With the exceplion of thase roclassification ety
tions
p under the n» ‘e set forth in nubount.ionp 1), ba-
low, and with thz further exception of' those rsclossiticatinn
petitivns which have bueen recoived for filing, in the orfice
©of planning and zoning as of Koy 5, 1970, copian of 41l zon-
ing reclassification petitions accepted for filing by the
zoning comnissloner before April 16, 1971, und during each
cycle thereafter shall be trancnittdd to bno Girestor of
planning within the Tirst Tive days of period I of tho
Tollewing cycle. Within fifteon doys tharcufter. tho
diractor of planning und the Zoning commizsioner chall pub-
1ioh & listing of nil such pctitions, toguther with a mep
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REP PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION & IN  THE
from M.L.R. zone to B. M. zona
N/S Kentlwerth Drive 750 feat v CIRCUIT COURT
from West Road
“th Distrier - Cuntral Sector T FOR
Irvin €. Tillman ' BALTIMORE COUNTY

Petitionar-Appallant

' AT LAW
Zoning File No. 72-83-%

H M. Dockat No. 9
H Folio No. 206
¥ Fils Ne. 4858

O ]

ANSWER TO ORDER OF APPEAL TO CIRCUIT
COURT FC2 BALTIMORE COUNTY AND
“ERTIFIED COPIES OF PROCEEDINGS BEFORE
THE ZONING COMMISSIOMER AND BOARD
OF  APPEALS OF BALTIMORE ZOUNTY

Mr. Clorks
Pleass fils, 8¢,
ce: Stona, Esqﬁ.'r County 4y of o
Zoning Raltimore County
b= 3

John 3. Howord, £3q.

calitlen

ing 18 roquived.

h) The zoning sionar. during each period 1¥,
shall hold the scheduled pursusnt to subseciion
{&). subject to such postponcsent or eonbinuation os
clrcumstonees may require.

(1) In any ecave wheve tho planning board eertificd %o
the county counc!l thet early sction upon & zorlng re-
elassitication petlitlion is runifestly rocuired in the
public interesl or becsuse of amergency, and tha €unty
council by an affirmative vote approves said certiflica-
tion, such petition shall be excmpted from the regulay
eyclicel procedure of subsections (c) through (), above
and also from the suspe on of reclassilicoticon-petition
filtng required under sacticn P2-22.1, For any ruch
petition, ard for sny petition reeeived for £i1ing on or
before Mey 5 1970, said p tition shall be rafc
the Joint zoning ndvisory comnlittes (us establinh:d by
the County hdninistrotive Officer in 1963) for consider-
atlon and, after ncceptence for filing of sald notition
by the joint zoniny advisory commiltes, the ZOning, com-
missioner sholl schedule ¢ public hearing ror a dabe not
1ess than thirty nor vore than ninety days after sald
acceptance for filing. or after the counly Louncil's
approval of the board certification in coses whore the
boord hus so acted. Tor a period of ot lenst fiftoen
of such hearing, notice of the
tiue and place of the hearing relating to the proporty
under petition shall be conspicuous sted Lhercon and
shall be given in at least two newspapors of gencral
circulation in the county. GSuch notleo shall dezoribe
tho property under petition cnd the action reguested
therein. Upon estubliching o hearins dale for such o
petition, the zoning commissioner shall promptly Covwsrd
a copy of the petition to the director of ploaning (or
bis deputy) for consideration and written report theceon
containing his findings thereon with repara o plnaning
factors.

RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION 1 IN THE

from M.L.R. 20ne to B. M. zone
N/5 Kenllworth Drive 750 foat 1 CIRCUIT COURT
Srom West
9th District - Centrol Sector 1 FOR
Irvin €. Tilimon 1 BALTIMORE COUNTY
Petil llant
Hionet-ppel , v i
Zoning File No. 72-63-k
] Mise, Nockat No. 1
1 Fallo No. 06
' File No. 4858

Voo
TO THE HONORAME, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

And now come Jokn A, Slowik, Walter A. Relter, Je. and John A. Miller,
comsHtuting the Cauaty Boord of Appeols of SelHimore County, and In enswer fo the
Ordr for Appoal diractad ogalast them In this cate, herowith rehum the recerd of proceed=
Ings had In the abovo entitled matter, comisting of the follawing certifled caplas or orlgloel]
papers on file In the office of the Zonlng Department of Baltimore County:

ZONING ENTRIES FROM DOCKET OF ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

No. 72-63-R

May 18, 1571 Commenh of Baltimote County Zoning Advisory Committes = filed
aly 13 Comments adopted by Boltlmare County Planning Bocrd (Jtem Mo, 6)
Auvg. 3 Petition of Irvin €. Tiliman for reclamiflcation from M.L.R. 10ne to

B.M. zcne, on properry faceted on N/S Kenllworth Drive 750" from
Wost Road, 91h Distriet, Central Sector - filed

. 3 Order of Zoning Commissioner difeciing advertisenent end posting of
proparty = date of hearing set for Septamber 17, 1971 at 11100 a.m.

& 26 Centificate of Postlag of proparty = flled

. 2 Contificate of Publication In newspoper = filed

Sept. 17 At 11500 0.m. hearing held on pstition before Deputy Zaning
Commisloner = cme held sb curle

Dec.q 13 Order of Daputy Zoning Cummimloner denying reclamificetion

Jen.  7,1972  Qrderof Appes to County Board of Appesis frem Order of Deputy |
Zonlng Commimionsr |

|
Mer, 28 Hearing on eppesl befcrs Cavnly Somrd of Appesh = cme halé b curle

lrvin €. Tillman - #72-63-k 2.

June 7, 1972 Order of County Board of Appenls denying reclealilcation

July ] Qrduar for Appeal filed In Clrcult Court for Baltimets County by
E. Harriso. Stone, Esq.

. 0 Cartificate of Notice sent to all interested perties

. " Patition o eccompary Ordar for Appesl flled in Clrcult Court for
Baltimore County

Avg, 8 Order axtending time for transmittal of record untll October 1, 1972

Sept. 28 Transeript of testimony = flled = | volyme

Petitionar's Exhikit No. 1 = Aatlal Photo of subject property
(outtined)

.. * " 2= Zoning Map 3-C = Townr, 3/24/71
o " " 3= FileInCaes No. 72=63=Rk
ol ® % 4 - Commenh for fint cycls from Plennlng,
It 1
L "% 5 = Laltar from Mr. H. 8, Steab, Indutriel
Devalopmant Conminions
Sept. 29 Racord of procesdings filed in the Clrcuit Court for Baltimors County

Record of procesdings punuant fo which said Order was entered and sald Board
acted are psrmanent records of the Zoning Deperiment of Baltimore County, o are alio
the wie district maps, and your respondents respecti-ely suggest that It would be Inconvenient
and Inappropriote to flle the same in this procesding, but mmmdunwlllm-;
and all such rules ond regulations, together with e zoning use district mops af the hearing
on this petition, or whenever directed to do 80 by thk Con?. ;

tespactfully submithed,

ounty Board of Appeats of
Baltimors County

{

RE; ‘:T-"ﬂ:ﬂ “GA.ISAIAWTIO’N 1 IN THE
! LR, o B.M,
Nﬁh”ﬂmﬂm” 1 CIRCUIT COURT
from Weet Raod
#th District 5 Control Sacter 1 FOR
t~vin C, “"-Ih‘ ] BALTIMORE COUNTY
Heoner-Appel|
1 AT LAW
Zoning File #72-63-R
1 Misc, Docket Neo. ]
1 Fello Mo, 206
t  Flis Ne, 4858
RN E RN R R R R R R R RN NN
CERTIFICATE OF NOTICE
M. Clerks

Pursuont fo the provisions of Ruls 1101-8 [4] of the Marylond Rules of Procedurs;
John A, Slowlk, Walter A, Reiter, Jr. ond John A. Miller, constituting the County Board
of Appeals of Baltimore County, have glven notice by mall of the fitlm of the oppeci to
the repressnbotive of every party o the procesding befors Ity namely, E. Harrison Stens,
Esuirs, 102 West Porreylvunic Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204, Attomey for the
Petitione:, o copy of which notice Is aitached hereto ond proyed that It may be mode o part
tharsof

Edith 7, Elsenhort, Adm. Secretary

County Beard of s of Baltimere County
Cnun‘oﬂlnld ., Towssn, Ma. 21204
494-3100

1 harudy centify thot a sapy of the akregeing Cartifies of Netica has baen
walled 1o E, Horrison Stons, Esquire, 102 Wast Pernaylvanio Avenve, Towson, Morylond
21204, Atcmey for the Petitioner, on this__|0th __day of Muly, 1972,

Goutt



== but the conclusion reached by the Court in the last
i E. Horrison Stone, Eoquire,
and John B, loward, Hsouire,

L on bahalf of the Petitioner.

I - “54'4’"-’" L3 t
| i - i
‘ 1 77 f
| . 3 6 p | X ¢
[ - | : j F L
! ~ L] . —-- = ! o e e R ——
i ' #my PETITION FOR RECLASS- 1 N THZ ' THE COURT: Let the record show that thera Il indeed no .vmnc: :o:n- the mmnl: :e;v::::l:::t 1 i atSie Ehe CoUEts, CGEE s GRIB Sber 3, Gate
nE : ) . )
? ‘ z;l]c].\'l;ln:m!‘:a: /:.z..n.. . CTRCUIT COURT 2 were no intervenors in this mattor , although the County 2 the m:-:::clﬂ 3 I::"::- B L : firms what Me. Tillman‘s tostimony was, Mcausn'!: atatas
. R ect bt x ror | was notificd of this hearings and lot the record show Luat . 1 in Sectlon 247 specis - S wmﬂ-d-. g o L L. o SO £
! Seh Diasciot TGeakel 1 BALTINORE COMIIY {  the Court will accept the affidavits of Mr. Niles and Mr, §  amonget other things. HEEW . E in the spring of 1972, site proparation bogan uring the
i fecter . * AT 1AM % pdelen, there being no objection to their adnission,as tal plants in . R g 5 | Latter part of 1972, aad as of the date of the affidavit,
: ;g:;g‘;;;’m‘“- : File No. 4058 % additional evidence undsr the suthority of Article 41, % venient accass to expressways or other primary "*""’:1" T .
{ ) , ::iki:t lﬂ::a 9 - feoction 255, aub section E of the 1971 replacement voluma b so as to minimize tho use of residential ltn:::;;;ln Iu 7 Laast it that pectisn of: ts baudy pac Lim dodising the
{ . i e 4 of tho Annotated Code. s transitional bands between n:!.dunehl or inm ona. 8 !‘ Biard ved Ta ebvets Detases. I pildine nbbodbion te-Aha
1 z Hagrch 2, 1573 o It is opparent from the Board's opinion, and the " rreas and M.L. or M.H, zones.” The map shows that there . I e
| § Defore: HONORABLE JOIN CRASON TURNBULL, Judge it Board almost says 8o in so many words, that the reason for :‘I' are no contiguous M.L. 6F M.H. m--au;:dz:d‘:ﬁv 1”:::‘ 10 ‘ I nota the opinion of the Court of Appeals |
Lo . » . ' tne Doard's refural to grant this clagaification was that it ia;pdak proclatty to tiis piopesty,, 8o SEPER P i | of varyland in ford va. Zaitinors County - cbviously 1
{H] APPEARANCES: i was fearful of wiat use might be made of BM proparty at this 4 "' that the County Couneil, in making this chance, ignored 12 | haven't “ad an y to read a ) page opinion
: " location. There is, in the Court’s opinion, ample ovidence | R the portineat section of tha Zoning Reguiations. Indesd, 13 }i

S n 1 1 that which Ly
" t of the County the shows thac uses, such as af 14

of orzor on the part of the Board. The

parajraph is, "It is apparent that the appellants were newer |

1 largely the I
Council on Mareh 24, 1971 changed the then existing classi- 1s fted i/'Qu o 15 *hoard’ in regard to their opposition to the proposed zoaing
iU [

|
1 1 to ing Light immodiately surrounding s:ea. 18 of a portion of the subject property from the B,L, zoning |

b 7 | Rostelsted, which vas a more restrictive classification of “he Board based some part of its decision, because u recommended by the Planning Board to the D.R.-2 zone. The
; . i
1 B the and, ing to the al of this ' it mentioned it, on the fact that tne Brocks tract, which 18 | subsequent atteroted action of the County Councll upen this
g neported bys l d | X e
Paul ¢, Griffin 19 - indoed before lmmodiately -djoinu this tract, had not been developed. Well, 19 issue, thorefore, was void because of the failure to give |
" orficial Court Nepertsr i F #nd, tha and ‘the . bee

b In the Circuirt Court for Uultiuore County the testimony bofore the Board was that Mr. Brooks was going

| the Board itself thare was no opportunity for tho Applicant

tho required hearing - a condition precedent to valid action

to dovelop the property this year, which meant 1972, and the

here properly to be heard bofore the Couneil meeting, and by tha County Council, Consequently, tha case rust a

ROYSTIN, MUELLER  THOMAS 8 MCLEAN
ATTORNEYS AT Law

Bunrti s AT HEE AREA CODE 301
1RO e

CARRELL W LT
v

s TOWION, MARYLAND 21704 Mr. James E. Dyer
N [ — — e e pe 6 Page 2
& | October 13, 1971
Lt o n swarnon October 17, 1971 |
1 e of an order i i
T I buriness 324 zezidensind sxons in the 96 Sleckion District ; a3 AL Srom ik o, o besenns e
2 llants & | d ned . 3
( | directing the County Council to afford the appe. 2 5 Sk 1y ia Ahe & S, i witer | simply points this out as further evidence in support of his
g | and for # T PP | contention that BM zoning is appropriate here.
A or fur - H
proper hearing ther pr 0. 3 the Board alao ignored that. It ia the Court's opinion that ! Second, the writien ccmments of both the Zoning Advisory
4 In that case, the Ford case, no application for Mr. James E. Dyer = b e % s
4 | the clasaistestion by the County Counotl was definitely in Deputy Zoning Commissioner ) g Bl el ey R Sl
5 made, 80 taat obviously the Board of Jefferson Building % B 5 g
reclaseitication vae made, Y 5| ervor, 428 that whe Bosrd of Aoyeeis shasia have correotea Rk oryians 21208 ThiS PR B e et e sowctry mnt st
8 | to remand it to the County Council. In this £ oms.* €
| MeEseIS B Y L the arror of the Council aftor hearing this evidanre, sad Re: Petition for Reclassificatioa for ! E;m:x:iznc;n:héh;r:;::yu:::e'rm::;:l:ut:::;:n:fn:;::;:m:::::w
7 | casa tho applicacion for reclassification has been made, P ey Irvin C. Tillman, Case No. 72-63-R, concerns did not kake into consideration the recent developments
s | . £rom the 3SR that having failed so to correct the error, the leard ac Teem:Ho.8 in regard to the full extension of Keniiworth Drive. As you will
| which differentiates it from case, an go! recall, Mr. Harris Sh i th tn Publi £
. o e et in s axbitacy, copricions w24 1egel mamner. 3nd on the e 1. oy e T i
through the normal processes on tha ef mistako t a b
| gh basis of tho record before me it is my opinion that the order Upen the conclusion of the hearing in the above-entitled case ::g :‘;;:::o::rg:];:t:e;::::;o:nufh:h:e;:n:iai;:x::b;:cf‘g::c:! thus
10 i on September 17, 1971, you inquired as to whether or not I wished iey -2 LMk
error. The matter, in m; inion, should be dotermined P = nq 3
= yiop of the Bozzd denying the petition for reclassification must to submit a memorandum in support of the Petitiomer's request. ‘::;‘an:‘:ﬂ:ﬁ:n';f:: e i e o Seainesring studisy
n in the zoning area and mot by action of the County Council, . After further cnﬂ-cuun._x decided that such a memorandum in letter proposed road east of the subject prope{ty which upon _ompi“mn
1 be reverped, and an order passed the £4 form might prove helpful in enabling you to fully understand our will give the latter complete access to Bn;lay Avenue. T further
12 | bacause this applicant has elocted to prosesd in that e T S e position. understand from Mr. Shalowitz that this section should be under
rom M.L. CLL -
13 Fuh Lo inroan M Tord slevtad G pracsed dn REGANGE First, the requestnd BM zoning is totally compatible with the comatruction by the end of the ycar.
¥ ) 1B Gentlamen, prepara such an order and I will sign other uses in the imzediate area. As your .ile will indicate, the ‘Thud, Ly siamary as to Erafflo, ik.eleacly appears that tho
u fachion, either ons of them porfectly proper. subject tract is presently zoned MIR and is located on the north Council was in error in mot -lassifying the subject property TM
1 it. I'"ke pure to make enough copies so that the zoning side of Kenilwoc:ith Drive, west of York koad, and .hm-dx?tely south because it was predicated upon traffic conditions no longer in
i The uncontradicted evidence in this case was that i Of the haltimore County biltway. Adjacent to the west is lana existerce. By the tima Petitioner obtains the required building
I wuthorities can get copies thoreof. And, Mr. Griffin, p].aaln: owned Ly the Baltimore County Department of Recreation and Parks, pecmits, the property will have four (4) major accesses: (1) Kenil-
| 16 | tnore would Be no problem of traffic hazard, or anything of | and adjacent to the east is land owned by Brooks Buick, Inc., which worth Orive to Charles Street; (2) Kenilworth Drive to Bosley
q | 18 write up the Court's recmarks, make the nacessary co; ..s, &nd is presencly zoned BM. Located northeast of such tract are several Avenue; {3) Kenilworth Drive to West Road *= ¥nrk Road: and (4)
= 17 2 plant and office facilities, including those of Park Davis & Co. 5 iy i
i I A, t r uead 2 ast.
| inakieindy; Eherevidanceyan thary inenasidedingwhar yoe i 17 | ase that they are properly distributed, and chargs the costs and Young & Selden Co. These facilities are used for gemeral manu- Entrance from Bsltway West ind Exit ei to Beltway East
18 i facturing and office purposes. In addition, there are tracts of . .
Rrea, 11 made g purpo: . . i
| | misht call tha greater Towson Rres, the County Counail 3 thereof as part of the comt of this ease. BL and BR zoning within a short distance: and the land immediately Thanking you for your consideration, I am
1B | B to the south of Kenilworth Drive directly across from the subject
| 7o provision for any further business major zones, despite i 13 tract is zoned DR=16, where the Towson Woods Apartments are under Veryitroly yourd,
| 20 | the fact that the evidence shows in this case, and cbviously 2 construction. (C ‘
2 | the county Council had to know of the tresendous growth of = k. ﬁémm— oo
i EHS/jen




1 RE: PETITION FOR RECLASS- : IN THE
IFICATION from M.L.R,
2 to P.M. zone N/S ' CIRCUIT COURT
I Kenilworth Drive 750
3 feot from West Road . FOR
| 9th District Central
1 | Sector 1 BALTIMORE COUNTY
5 IRVIN €, TIL™MAN, 1 AT 1AW
. Petitizner
L | H File ro. 4858
7 I Docket Misc. 9
| 1 Folio 206
8 | S R
9 | Marzon 2, 1973
10 Defore: HONORABLE JOHN GRASON TVANBULL, Judge
n i - " -
L APPEARKNCES 3
L , E. Harrison Stons, Esquire,
1 and John B. Howard, Esquire,
on behalf of the Petitioner.
15
16
17
® Reported by.
19 Paul G, Griffin
2 official Court Reporter
2 A & In the Oircuirt Court for Baltimore County
by
21 g
|
1 remanded to the lywer court for the passage of an order
2 | airecting the County Council to zfiord the appellants a
3 | proper hearing and for further proceedings thereafter,”
4 In thut case, the Ford case, no applieation for
5 | reclassification was made, so that obviously the Board of

6 | Appeals had %o remand it to the County Council. In this

? cage the application for reclassification has been made,

8 | which differentiates it from the Ford case, and it is going

9 ‘ through the normal processes  on the basis of mistake
0 | or error. The matter, in my opinion, should be detsrmined

11 | {1 the zoning ares and not by action of tha County Counoil,

i
12 |. because this applicant has elerted to proteed in that
13 | fashion, whareas Mr. Ford elected to proceed in another

1
L] Ii fashion. either one of them parfectly proper.

ITH|
| The uncontradicted evidence in this case was that

6 | thers would be mo problem of traffic hazard, er anything of

u that Xind, The avidance was that, in considering what you
18 | migh: call the greatsr Towson Azes, the County Council made
¥ | no provision for any furthar business major zanes, daspite
B i o 0 o ity
2

|| the County Council had to know of the tremendous growth of

o e @ ™

v = =w &

THE COURT: Let the record show that there
were no intervenors in this matter , although the County
was notified of this hearing:; and let the record show that
the Court will accept the affidavits of Mr. Niles and Hr.
Edelun, there being no objection to their admission, as

itionul evid: under the ity of Article 41,

Section 255, sub section E of the 1971 replaciment volume

| of the Annotated Coda,

it is apparent frum the Board's opinion, and the

| Board almost ways so in so many words, that the reason for

| the Board's refusal to grait this classification was thae it

was fearful of what use might be made of BM property at this
loecation. There is, in the Court's opinion, ample evidence
of erzor on the part of the Board, The Act of the County

Council on March 24, 1971 changed the then existing classi-

fleation from facturi to Mam Light

Restricted, which was a more rastrictive classification of

| the property) and, according to the allegations of this
| Petition, and the affidavits and the testimony indesd before

the Board itself there was no opportunity for the Applicant

‘aere properly to be heard before the Council meeting, and

[N

21

business and residential areaa in ths 9th Election District
of Baltimore Cow..y, particularly in the Towaun area, and

the Board alse igniud that. It s the Court's opinion that

| the classification by the County Councii was definitely in

error, and that the Board of Appeals should have corrected

| the error of the Council after hearing this evidence, and

that having failed @0 to correct the error, the Board acted
in an arbitrary, capricious and illegal manner. And on the
basis of the record before me it iz my opinion “hat the order

of the Board denying the petiti for lon wust

| ba re.mrsed, and an order passed g ing the i£d i

from M.L. to D.M. zones.
Gentlamen, prepzra such an order and I will siga
it. Make sure to make smough coples so that the zoning

authorities can get coples thereof, ’nd, Mr, Griffia, please

write up the Court's remarks, make the necessary copies, and |

see that they are properly distributed, and charge the costs

thereof os part of the cost of this case.

indeed nc evidence befors the Council which would warrant
the downgrading of the property. The Zoning Regulations
in Succlon 247 specify that M.L. categoriis ars intendad,
amongst other things, "to permit grouping of high types of
‘ industrial plants in industrial sub-divisions with con-
venient access to axprassways or other primary wotorways

80 as to minimize the use of residential streets...and &4

transiticnal bands between ial or insti ional

areas and M,L, or M,H, zones." The map shows that there

are no contiguous M,L. or M.H. zonel

that the County Council, in making this change, ignored
the pertinent section of the Zoning Regulations. Indeed,

i d in this i largely the

{mandlately surrounding azea.

it mentioned it, on tha fact that the Brooks tract, which

‘ the testimony before tie Board was that Mr. Brooks was going

(]
| to develop the property this year, which meant 1972, and tha

affidavit before the Court, Court's exhibit r _sbes 2, con-
firms what Mr, Tillman's testimony was, becauss it states

tuat bids went cut for construction on Mr, Brook's property

latter part cf 1972, and as of the date of the affidavit,

March lst, 1973, construction was under woy. So that st

nor indeed any located

in near proximity to this property. So that it is apparent

the evidence shows that commercial uses, such 3z that which

The Board tased some part of its daci ion, becausa

immediately adjoins this tract had not besn dav-loped. Well,

! in the spring of 1972, site preparation began during the
|
|
|
I
I

least to that portion of the basis for its decizion the

| Board was in error, bacause it paid no attention to the

1 tastimony of Mr. Tillman.

! I note the opinion of the Court of Appeals

i of Maryland in Ford vs. Baltimore County -- obviously I

| haven't had an opportunity to read a twenty -four page opinion
~-- but the conclusicn reached by the Court in the last
paragraph is, "It is apparant that the appellants were naver
*heard' in regard to their opposition to the proposed soning

I of a portion of the subject property from the 3.L. zoning

recommanded by the Planning Board te the D.R.-2 zone. The

issus, thersfore, was void because of the friluro to give

the ired hearing - a to valid acuien

by the County Councll, Consequently, the case must be

TOWSON, MARTLAND #1204 n23- 800

— M-

January 6, 1972

Mr. James E. Dyer

Deputy Zoning Commissioner
County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Petition for Reclassification - n/s of Kenilworth
Drive, Nineth District, Irvin C. Tillman, Petitioner
No. 72-63-R (Item No. 6)
Dear Mr. Dyer:
_P!.ease enter an appea! from your decision in the above-
captioned matter to the Board of Appeals of Baltimore Ccunty on
behalf of Irvin C. Tillman, Petitioner, and legal owner.

A check in the amount of $70.00 is enclosed in pavment of
the appeal fee.

\ery truly yours,

S

EHS,jen
Enclosur.

AREA €ODE 301

j
|
|
|
|
I
|
‘ subsegquent attempted action of the County Council upon thls
I
|

December 13, 1971

E. Harrison Stone, Esquirs
102 West Ponnsylvania £vanue
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: Petition {or Reclassification
N/S of Kenilworth Drive, 750"
West Boud - 9th District
lman - Petitioner
T4-63-R (Item No, »)

Dear Mr. Stone:

1 have this date passed my Grder in the above captioned
matter in accerdancs with the attached,

Very truly yours
) € !
i)

(|
LT r‘.us;—
JAMES E, DYER Y
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
SEDme
Eaclosure
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/ ITEM NO .

o) r:uw owN\u~

o C. Tillwan
i Drive; 750° west of West Rood
ACKEAGE: 843,

tlE’ll(‘l\. Dismlt 1

FUNCTIONAL CATECORY: B, €
DATE OF HEARING: During the peried 9/20/71-%/26/71, coancutively with frem No. 5
103,24/713

NING (o3 adoptad b County Council, 3,/74/71):
REQUESIED 5Y FETITIONER:

GEOGLAPHICAL CROLPL VI

PLANNING 107

The whjeet property it 0 vacant, woo
e the south by Kenilworth Drive
s0uth tide of Kenilworth Dr
provemly und + construgiion, ¥
e

4 1ac1, o Jodd on the north by the Baltimere County Beltway, ond
e st i public lond, Riderwood Hilly Fark, On the

1, 0 large garden-type aportrant project, ore

o in 1 losation i1 norexistent, ored will be comtructed in

nction with e Toayin Weods Apsrtment developrent,

e propesed e of the iy
This tewgomst camo ¢

th warehouse facilities which wquires B.M. zoning.
9 its procening of the new naps; at ol time, howswr,

the petirtsent 0.4 fie fice bullding ezoplex with rotall focilitior,

wish's 1 presentative on the Zoning Advisary Commitiee weres that
v dovelopment of the site  « M.L.R. wie would have fitile efivel
13, Homevor, development with eiher types of pu

ted B.M. ues would eppror

ering's rpresmntative on the Zaning Advisory Commitiee stared that 0. 4,
are o3 many o3 4, 200 the exisiing M.
- Furthar, should the plan develop as thown, the worchowa could generate 400
stoce could gonarto 500 frips por doy.” The Furaiture store —d warchosse
v the trip dseaity of the proporty, ured, therolore, wouid nat create teriout copacity
the groperty develep commercially, tho intersection ef West Rosd and the Belt-
i time, thete ae no plons for

i1 69316 0 1€ ormerding L. zoning here wos to allow dovolopmant of offices
+ &1 b alrcady happersd ot the nexthosnt cxver of Viest Foad and Eeniluorth B
<ol remain @ high-quality arterial; eomme rciol-retail atoros should nat be encouraged

ieconmrcnded that the subject Iract remain o M.L.R,

k. Gearge E, Gavrells
Tten €

Page &
ray 181 1971
Health Alr Pollution Control Regulations, Additians! fnformation my be

eutalicd frem the Oivisfon of Alr Pollution, Ealtirare County Dessrinent
of Health,

FIRE_PRIVEN

GRS

Flre hydrents for the proposed site &re required and shall be
in accordance with Baltirore County Standards, The hydrants shall be
locatcd at 300 ft, spacings,

The ewncr $ha1i be required to comply with all appileable
requiremants of the 101 Life Safeiy Code, 1967 edition, @nd the Fire
Prevention Cede when construction plans are subsitted for approvals

BUILDINGS ENGINTER'S OFFICi:

PetSticner to comnly with a1l appliesbie requirensnts of the
Baltinore County Building Cele and regulat.ens when plan: are submitted.
Also, sce Parking Lots, "Scetion Log,iomt,

STRYS. ROADS COrmISSTONT

The subject plan Irdicstes tat thore shouid be ne adverse
cffects to the State Kighay.

2ONING AD

157

TION DIVISION:
Per tue cor by the Depariment of Traffic Engin rln;, aith
fogard to the fnereosed trafffe, I ths KeniTverth Drive pre
completed in the '71 to '72 year a3 anticipated, there spposrs !.o ».mrllc
problem il be anticlpated §f the subject tract f3 coveloped as prepesed,
Kowever, 1F the proparty fs sowed Butfness Major ord seversl Busincss Pefor
uzes dre devel on the tite, treffic capicity atl the {ntersectfon of
Mest Road & o beltway €3 belfeved to be very congested na lmprovanants
to this interzoction are pruposed at tha present tiza.

Very truly yours,

¥
(/;'r/ércrz, =

OLIVER L. KYERS, Ehh'l'r.{n

TR
ccr Edvard O, Horlesty
¥, Les Thens

Escay
E. Harrison Stons, Esqe
102 W, Peunn, Avehis (21204)

L
BIND PTEVE N TION

HEALTI BN Bas G T

bR

SR
DEVELGI T

BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING ADVISORY COMMITTEE

ray 18, 1571

Hey George E, Govrells, Director
fice of Planning & Zoring
301 Jaffersan Buliding
Teuson, Maryland 21204 i
RC1 Item 6 (Rurll - October Cycle 1971)
Property Ouners Irvin C. Tillmin
Lecatlens N/% Keaflworth Or,, 750°
M. of Vest Road
Present Zoning: M.L.R,
Proposed loning: Reclass, to Bufh
Distrlcts 9th Sectory Central
Ko, Acrest B.i)

Ocar Siry
Ty

The Toning Advisery Committes has reviewed the plans

f suboftted with Lhe above roloranced potition and hes rade
sroaton an on site flold intpection of the proporty, The fellowing
TRATION comicnts are & result of this review end {nspection,

The subjeet property is presently a vocant, woadad
tract of land, with the property bounded on ths north by
the Daitiare County Belluay, the south by Keallwarth Orive.
The property to the v ol tract of tYond,
vacant - wred for rerreational ourposnse The propert
the east Is ronsd Busbncss Pajor, and {t §2 tia un
of this offica that ft will suentually ba Imacoved with -
autorstive, new cor agency. The property ke tha south
en the south sfde of Keallwarth Drive 43 prazently under
consiruction with bhe Towson Moous Apactninis. A lorge
ard o « Feollva ive dn this
Focation It nan~ 11 be eonstructed In
conjunction vl n Voods Apartment covilep

ents acu furn
oftice for ro
size fn cowmsetion with

ed in regard &
by tha Zea'a:

Advlzary tors

Hie

Kaniluorih Brive 15 a preposed County
ultissiely bo frprovod te mjor collecior s

shatl

sauriliore county, marvLafib

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

T0.. Bdward Hardasty ___ S May AT
ATTH: Olwer L. mn

FROM.. Elsworth N, Diver, F.E,
SUBIECT._ Iten #6 (Apr.l - Qotober 1971}
O c. TL

or: n C.

Iocation: N/S Kenilworth Dr., 7501 W, of West Foad
Present Zoring: M.L.8.

Froposad Zoning: Reclass. to B,

District: 9th Sector: Cen

No. fares: 843

Date. ...

The following comnents aiw furnished in regard to the plat subutted
<0 this office :nr reTiew Dy ths Zoning Advisory Commitise in connection
with the subject

Highvayar

worth Drive i= a proposad County Road, which siall ultimately
‘be improved to major collsctor standards, (Ses Baltimore County Drawing
#53-0570 - 5) This Toad is to be partially constructed in the near future
1in conjunction withk tha developmant of the Towlon Woods Apartments,

Highwey to v.lna ssu, curb and gutter, sidewnlis
and entrances in accordancs with the standerds of the Paltimore County
Departmant of Public Works h'.vr a iB=foat closed Toad ssction on a 70-foot
riphtenf-usy will te required for any prading or building permit application.

Storm Draina:

‘The Petitisner must provids necsssary dralnare muus.u (u-pur-r:y
or permanent) o pl'lv-n'. creating any nuisances or cent
the of surfaca —urs. rueucn
of miy probles u-m:a: may result, to improper grading or improper
inotallstion of drainaze facilitdes, - uld be tho full responsibility of
the Petitioner.

Public drainaze facilitiss are required for any offsite drainaye
rumms and any onsite fac.ilties serviny offsits ] 1n accordanca
standards of the Baltimore County Departmont of Publis Works.

Onsite drainags faeilities sarving only areas within the site do not
require constructien under aCounty contract, Such facilities are considsred
private and thereforemust conform to the County Plueiing and Building Codes,

Sadiment Control:

Developaent of this propsrty through stripping, grading and mnnnuon

could result in a sedivant pollution probleam, damaging private and pul
holdings balow this proparty, and sediment control is required by n-w ln.
A erading permit is, therofore, necessary for all grading, including i
stripping of top soil.

(5

Grorge E. Gavrells, Dlrector
Item 6

Page 2

ray 18, 1971

Baltinore Co

constructed In the near futuro In confunction with the dewcloprent
of the Tauson Woods Apartmonts,

ty Orawing K68-0570 = §). This read s to be partfally

Highway §rproverants to this site, including curb and gutter,
stderalks and entrice< fn accordance with the standard: of the Baltirore
County Department of Public Norks for o LB-foat clesed road section
on 3 J0-foot right-af-wdy will be required for any grading or bullding
permit application.

$torn Orains:

The Petitioner must provide necessary drainage facilitdes
(tesporary or permanent) to provent creating any nulsances or dsmages
to adjacent properties, especlally by the concentraticn of turh:.,
weters, Correction of any preblem which may result, due to fmpro
grading or (mproper fnstallation of drainsge facilities, sauld be the full
responsibilfty of the Petitfonor,

Public drafnage facilfties arc required for any off s
dralnage facilities and any on site facllities serving off nu nnn, in
azcordance with the standards of tha Baltisore County Department of
Public Vorks.

On site drainsge focilitfes serving only areas within the site
do not require construction under @ County coatract, Sech facllitics ire
contldered privote and tharcfore must conform to tha County Plusbing and
Bul Iding Codns,

Sedirant Centralt

Developrent of this eroperty through stripaing, grading and
stabflization could result fn o sedicent pellution preblen, daraging
private and publie holdings balew this proparty, ond scdlrant control
is required by State lawe A groding nermit §3, therefore, necessary
for all groding, fncluding the steipping of tep tefl,

Groding studles ond sedicant control drawings w1l be necestory to

be revicied and npproved prior to the Tssuince of sny greding ond buflding
mits,

Maters

Pubtic water facflities wfll be avitlelle to benofit this
property,

Supplersatary flre bydrants and to thn public

syztem pay bo roquired Fer ade 5 pret

stem #6 (April - r 1971) @
Property Cwner: Irvin C, Tillman

Paga 2

May 3, 1971

~=at Centrol:  (Cont'd)

Sedi:
tirading studies and sediment ccatiol drawings will be necessary to
:‘rid wad and approved prior to the iscuance of llvmdimlndwils{ng =

Water:

Public water facilit

will be available to bamefit this property.

pplementary firs hydrants and improvaments to the
be nlmi'nd for adequate protection. WL S aay.

Service within the site !m the public systea wus be in accordance
with the RPaltimore County Building, Fluabing snd Fire Prevention Codas. ';H
servica connaction to the moter shall be in mccomdance with the standards
of the Baltimore County Department of Public Works.
Sanitary Sewer:
Public sanitary sewsr facilities are available to benefit this property.

The Petitionsr is entiroly responsible for the construction of his onsite
prlvlt- sanitary sewerage, which must conform with the Baltimore County Plumbing

= Den

ELLSWORTH N, s P,
Chief, mlnn of Bui
END:RAHIOMK 188
cer File (3)

iry Siset: S-SE

Poslifon Sheets. L1 NW and 42 WW 1
Topo: NW Li A

Tax: 59

George £, Govrelfs
Ttem

Pago 3
Maz 18, 19N

Service within the site fron the pudlic system must be In
sccardir ¢ witn the Baltlrore County Building, Plumiirg and Fire Prevention
Codes, The servics conncction to the reter shall be fa accardance with
the standirds of the Balt'mare County Departrent of Fubllc Works,

Sanitary Severs
Public sanftary sewer facilitiey are available R0 bencfit this
property.

The Petftlonar |3 entfraly respansible for the constiuction
of his on site privite sanitary seworage, vhich nutt conform with the
Baitirore County Plurhing Code,

I

PROJECT PL.

This plan has Leen revicved and there are no
factors requirtey eorent,

alenning

ML IRIAL BEVE x

The Industrial Develepmant Corntasfon has reviewnd the
:ub,c-cn patition, Develepwant of the site a3 proposed (Single
User) versus develeprent of the site for ML R, use would fove Tttt
effect on the ecornry of the area, Howsver, evelearant wlth o waristy
of pernitted B N, usez would appear to be Inopprep in this ores,

DEPARTMENT OF_TRAFFIC L

INEERTNG

The subject petftion 13 requssting a chinge fro
As HLE, the subject potitfon can L~ expected 1o generate
day, While as B, 4200 trips per iy could ba anticips

Shauld tha plan develop a5 shown, the sarehouse ol censrate
432 teips per day and the retall furnituce store could generste 00 tefps
The furelture siore and varchouse do not gu.'v, Incre tha
aneity of tae subjoct property and, therefore
pociiy prchle Fowever, snould t
ion of vost Read and thy Belt
hordlo th fncreascd teip donulty, and at this tine, theie are qo plans
for [nprovenants to the above fatertectien

e
retally,

DEPT. OF HiALTHE

Public voter ond sever are svallable %o the sita,

Afr Pollutfon Cormzntsy The bufldfag or bulleings on L
way be tubJeet to regiztraifon and ezmplionce Adth the Fov dand Sto

sactfone counry, manvLalh

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Mr. Edward D. Hordesty
To. . Zoning Commissioner

Date. .. Mey 10, 1971

April 27, 1971

Irvin C. Tillman

N/S Kanibworth Drive
750" W. of West Rond

This plon hot been reviewed and there are na site-planning  tors
requiring comment.




BALTIMURE COUNTY ZONI

ADVISORY COMMITT

tay 18, 1971

mr, Ceorge £, avrels, Director
Office of Planning & loning
B 301 Jefferson Ouflding

! Towton, Maryland 21206

i REy Item 6 (April - Octobar tycln |9?I)
1ima

Properiy Ownert frvin C,

Locatfont N/S Keniluorth Or,, Isn'
W, of West Road
Present Zoning: H.l.

No. Acrest 8.43
Dear Sirs

The loning Advisory Committee has reviewed the plans
submitied with the sbove refecenced petition and has made
an on site flald fnspection of tha proparty, The following
coments are a re-ult of this review snd {napection,

The subject property {4 prasently & vacant, wooded
tract of land, with the property bounded on the north by

the Baltimore County Beltway, the south by Kenflworth Drive,
The property to the west 1s 3 residential tract of land,
vacent - used for recrestions! purposes. The property to
the esst s roned Business Major, and It {5 the underttanding
of this office that 1t will eventually be Imoroved with an
autorotive, new car agency. Tha preperty to the south

on the south side of Kenilworth Drive {s presently under
construction with the Towsan Woods Apartments. A large
garden type apartment pmjn:l. unllnrm nﬂu |n this
location is nd will b

conjunction with the I'mml oods Ap- ment dlvnl.p-n:.

BUREAU OF ENGINEERING:
The following comments are furnished in regard to the

plat submitted to this office for raview by the Zoning
Acvisory Committes In ¢ ‘w2ctfon with the subject fte=,

i ghways:

Keniiworth Orive d County road, which shall
ultimately be (mproved to -m collactor standards.

=Y

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MAKYLAND
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Mr. Edward D.Hardesty, Zouing Commissioner
: My os, Date. May 10, 1971

Office of Zoning Commissioner

yrow He B. Staab - ladustrial Development Commission

Item No,_6;_Owner = Levig C. Tillman

Location: N/S Kenilworth Dr,, 750' W. of West Read
Present Zoninp: M. L. K.

Proposed Zoaing: Reclass to B, M.

District; 9th Scctor; Central

No. Acres: B.43

SURJ

The Industrial Development Commission has reviewed the
subject petition. D of the site as proposed (Single
-raus development of the site for M. L. R. use would
¢ifect on the economy of the arca. However, deveuip-
jety of permitted B, M uses would appear to be
inappropriate in this area.

H. BB, STAAB
Director

Ceorge €, Cavralls, Director
Ttem 6

Page 2
ray 18, 1971

Baltimore County Bnnlag #6B-0570 - 5). This road {3 to be partlally
constructed in the near future in confunction with the develepment
of the Towson Woods Apartments,

Highway improvements to this site, Including eurb on‘ gulur.
s{dewalks and in with the
County Ocpartmant of Public Works for & kBafoot closed md - :uu
on a 70+foot righi-of-wey will be required for sny grading or buflding
permit applicatiun,

Storm Drainst

The Petitioner must provide necessary drainage fec
(temparary or perminent) to prevent creatiag sny nulssnces or du-g--

to adjacent properties, especially by the concentration af surfece
watars, Correction or ny problem which msy result, due to {mproper
grading or improper atfon of drainage fecilities, would ba the full
responsibility of v'-. tiover,

Public drafnage facilities are required for any off 3ite

dr inage facilities and any o site facilities serving off 3ite sress, in
with the o’ the County Depa of

Public Workse

On site drainage facl'.lucs serving only areas within the site
do not require construction under a County centract, Such facilities are
<considered private énd therefore must conform to the County Plumbisg and
Building Codes,

Sediment Con

weloprent of this property through stripoing, grading and
snbninum mld result in & sediment pallution problem, dsmsging
private and public holdings balow this proparty, and sediment control
s required by State law, A grading permit i3, therefere, necesssry
for all grading, including the stripping of top so!

Grading studies and sedimnt control drawings will be necessary to
luﬂ::v{md and approved prier to the issuance of any grading and bullding
permits,

Water:

Public water facilities will be aveileble to banefit this
proparty,

Supplemantary Fire hydrants and Improvements to the public
system mey ba required for adequate protection.

BASIMORE COUNTY, MMRYLQI
CEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC ENGIN EERING
JEFFERSON BUILDING
TOWSON, MARYLANO 21204

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Edward C. Hardesty
Attn: Oliver L. Hyers

€. Richard Moo.

SUBJECT: Item 6 - Cycle Zoning

Proparty Owner: lrvin C. Tillman
Ken!iworth Drive west of Mest Road
Reclassification to B.H.

The subject petition is requesting a change from MLR to BM.
As HLR, the subject petition can bo expected to gencrate B0 trips per
day. Whils a BM, 4200 t ips per day could be anticipated.

Siould the plan devalop 35 shown, the warehouse could
generate 400 trips per day and the retail furniture store could generate
500 trips per day. Tha furniture -*ore and warehouse do not greatly
increase the trip density of the subject property and therefore, would
not create serious capacity problems, However, should the property
develop commercially, the intersection of West Road and the Beltway
can not be expected to handla the incressed trip density, and at this
time, there are no plans for to the shove

© L1

C. Richard Moore
Assistant Traffic Engincer

CRM:nr

George E. Cuvealfy
Item 6

Paga 3
Maz 18, 1971

Service within the site from che public system msst be fn
sccardance with the Baltimore County Bullding, Plumbing and Fire Pravention
Codes, The service connection to the meter sha' be in accordanca with
the standards of the Baitimore County Department of Public Works,

Sanitary Sewery
Public sanitary sewer facilities are aveilable ko benefit this
proparty.

The
of his oa sfte p
Baltimore Cwnlr "I-.-Mno f.bdn

HI“F i -nlltl responsible for tha construction

ge, which must conform with the

an has been reviewsd and there aru no site plennirg
raquirieg comment,

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPRENT 1

The Industris] Davelopment Comi
subject patition, Developmant of the site
User) versus development of the site for M.L

propa

. ute would have 11l
prent with & varlety
of parmitted B,M, uses would appear to be inappropriste {n this ares.

DEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING:

The subject petition i3 requesting a change from NLR to BA.
As MLR, tho subject petition can be erpected to generate BLO trips per
day. While as BM, 4200 trips oer day could be anticipated.

Should the plan cevelop as shown, the warehouse couid nenarste
409 trips per day and the reu furniture store could genara 0 trips
per day, Tha furnfture store and warehouse do not greatly increase the
trip density of the subject property and, therefore, would eet creste
serious capacity problems. Howsver, should the proparty develop commercially,
the fntersection of West Road and the Beltway cannot te expected to
handle the increased trip denslity, and at this time, thers ars no plans
for imp: bave

QEPT, OF HEALTH:

Publfc and sewar are svailshble to the 3itse,

Alr Pollution Comments: The building or bufldings on this sfte
may b 3ubJact to reglatretion #nd complisnce with the Maryland Stete

BALTR{CIRE COUNTY, MABYLI&

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

o AL MR i sesan R 00 ANTL

¥ROM. 1an J. Forrest

6
sumecr. 1H®

6. Property Owner: Irvia C. Tillman
Locatfor: N/S Kenilworth Dr., 750" W of Wesc Rd.
Present <animg: M.L.
Proposed Zoulng: Reclass. to B.M,
Disceict: 9th  Sector: Central
No. Acte. 8.43

Putlic water and sewer are available to the site.

Alr Pollution Comments: The bui.ding or buildings on this
site may be subject to registration and compliance with the Maryland
State Health ALr Pollution Control Regulacions. Additional irforma-
tion may be obtained from the Division of air Pollution, Baltimore
County Departmeat of Health.

0 LA

Water and Sewer Section
BUREAU OF ENVIRONMENTAL REALTH

(A=)

LIFfca

Hr. George €. Gavrelis
Item &

Page L

Hay 181 1971

Wealth Afr Pollution Control Regulations, Add
obtained From the Division of Alr Pollution, B
of Health,

el (nfarmatfon may be
' County Depertrant

FIRE_PREVENTION BUREAUY

Fire hydrants for the proposed 3ite are required and snall be
1 accordance with Baltimars County Standards, The hycranis shall be
located at 300 fr, specings.

The ownar shall be required tc <imoly with all appl¥s.ile
raquirements af the 101 Life Safery Code, 136] eaition, and e Fire
Prevention Code when construction plans are swmittad for approvil,

BUILOINGS ENGINEER'S OFFICEs

Petltioner to comply with all appliceble requirerants of the
Baltimore County Bul ode and regulstions when plans are tubmitiad,
Also, uee Parking Lots, “Section 409,100,

STATE. ROADS CORMMISSIONT

Tre subject plen Indicates thet there should be no sdverse
effects to the State Highway,

ZONING AOMINISTRATION GIVISiON:

Per the corments by the Depsrtment of Traffic Engineering with
regard to the {ncreased traffic. IF the Kenllworth Drive prefect {3
comoletad in the '71 ta '72 year a3 anticipated, there sopesrs to traffic
problem will be snticipated {F the subject t-act is developed a3 proposed.
Mowever, {f the property §s Zoned Business Mafor and sevars! Busineis Major
uses are developad on the site, traffic capacity at the intersaction of
West Road and the Baltwsy i3 beliawed to be very congested no {mprovement:
te this Intersaction are proposed at the presant time,

Very truly yours,
/ A
gdeesees X Jfer
OLIVER L, AYERS, Chaf
OLAsJD
ccs  Edward D, Herdesty
W, Lea Thomas, E“.,
» Harrisen Stone,
102 Wy Penne, ﬁﬂﬁ‘ ﬂlll!‘bl
e i Shopii

Hr. My

. /S Kerilworth Drive, 750' W. of West Road
P 6 n

Fire hydrants for the proposed site are required and shall be in accordance
with Baltimore County Standards. The hydrants shall be located at 30C ft.
spacings.

The ownar shall be required to comply with ail applicable requircments of
the 101 Life Safety Code, 1967 edition, and the Fire Prevention Cnde when
construction plans are submitted for approval,

&




BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTER-QFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Sratc or MARYLAKD

bate. A = STATE ROADS COMMISSION

70 200 Wear Passron Srarer
BaLTiMORE, MD. 21201

FROM S er

st e Apeit 28, 151

Hr. Edw. A. Hardesty

'S ta P =B Z -2
Re: ITE4 6 - -
Zoning Commi s3ioner A.Z.C. Heeting to.;zf/n E o 2
" ts of ¢ Office Bldg. Owner: Ievin ©. Tillman
applicable requiresents of th cunty Office Bldg
r to eomply with all appll ‘b"”__ i :_‘“‘w“,',‘“" iy Towscn, Haryland 21204 Location: N/S Kenflworth dr, CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
$ gedors drig v e o 750" W. of dest Road - ZONING DEPART,
Soction 109 - Fresent Zoning: H.L.K. g MENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY CERTIFICATE OF POSTWNG
Preposed Loning: Reclass to B.M. Towsen, Marylond ZONING DEPART)
District: 9th soctiont Central ] MENT OF BALTIMORE COUNT
No. Acres: 8.43 ’ Towson, Maryland
bear Mr, Hardesty: Baltimore Bel tway District My o
7 Date of Posting. <7 e sz
- Ported for: L4051, :
The subject plan indicates that there should be no adverse effects to the

istrict

TE
- Posted for ((/}"“‘Q .z e p'ﬁa‘n"” -
Petitioner. Lf”l—‘-——‘_ . Trerine - ) N

Petithner: £ (L)
State Highway.

Lawation of property:. .
tery truly yours,

Charles Lea, chief

Location of property:. 274 etrrcdiaok T ney, 75 2 PNy,
<L P ] 2]
Loxation of Signs:. A /5 (1, . S
Oevelopment Enginecring Section < Location of 5 7/ PR
of Signs:. SZXS femebandE o i «
T <
by: John &, Mayers Remarks
Asst. Developmant Engineer € o - =y
CLsJENz bk velopns N Pusted by (o — Remarks eeeee SO
f y ” >3 2
4= Pusted by Rgin =
: I o ‘:,’:,/ - Pate of return— e .S 22
i il el
GRIGINAL [r—— : 174 B DUFLICA &
. j i = ""“"!_El%: ’3‘ / = PETFION FOR e ]
& 4 | e p e OFFICE OF
| OERTION: Nerth ige st Kpaty . Y )
; OFFICE:OF B e R el CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION o ETALRCT T —
— |aTe & rinE Siyembor .00 T - 198, SFd s
o2 e MR IES e A e i e R R I I VI T S . ' - ’
IRyt = Peaka Avence, Towsen. Mo viked s Vs n o e T FRIDAY. iy caomm or- e - PETITION MAPPING PROGRESS SHEET
LbciTio. | 3 Smmtickines ol DAl TOWSON, MD bug R L 1T, 197) o 110 THE 30N, MD, 21204 Zugust 0 i e
u—l.u August 0, 1871 o e By b g ARING: Roem RALTIMORE COUNTY g o . Wall Maop | Original Duplicate T Trating
hl-mmrm L "pabiie THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was %‘ﬂ T FUNCTION Tore [ by ] = TR
P Fresant Eoning e
Ot that the annexed adverlisement of a e i e published in THE JEFFER-ONIAN, a weckly newspaper printed é THIS ISTO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertiscmenl of Dﬂ.s,,Ption, checked and
e s OCERTIFY, E: . The Zoning Comissi B ™ outline plotted on map
vt s . o Bgltivora and published in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., amcocimxeach oning Comissimer of Baltiwmor
“ﬁ The Zonlng Gossissicner of Bal i i —t—
— 17tk ; —]
o ope tina . EooGGtVBWSMS before the... M. i i the was Inserted in THE TOWSON TIMES, & Petition number added to
blished I u weekly newspaper published
% 13 was Inserid 1n THE TOWSON TIMES, & weekly Rewspeper & e bk day or . September__ m-?"-n:.ﬂ?-“ in Baliimare County, Maryland, once a week for OB L Y s |
; -8 nty, L
= i Baltore Coumty Miryiand, ome awack or 08 - ST sppearing on the____26th D et T o = S Denied
oo P . the o ie:
= K before the30tIday ol Aug . 1971 that Is to say, the same gy "'J-?%‘:-n.a- weelf before the30thiay o Auge, 197X thatlsio say, the same ‘
weel U : 1970 eviaing — =
= "'='_"""|.—3 was inserted [n the Issucdof  Augum® 8, 1971, G 1
was Inserted in the Issucgol  August 23, 1971, “'"7"""""!.:.. ranted by
= Tocesds of Bultimom ZC, Ba, CC, CA
) T . BA, CC, |
| eieg . ‘Manager. o ‘='z - - =
% fEr ] Reviewsd by:  ( JFl- Revised Plan:
O 5 i Cost of Advertisement, . ............——— E‘:u—"‘qﬁ = Change in outline or description ___yes
ﬁ, . ...‘:f.!:- ——No
- " i Previous : i
E Ty STROMBERG PUBLICATION i k-1 ) =S STHOMBERG PUBLICATIONS, Inc. evious case
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;llloﬂl
INVOICE
BALTI. ORE COUNTY, MARY! \ND . 74034
OFFICE OF FINANCE oate. _9/29/12
Rireves Divsin
TOWSON, MIIWNED 2204 L
Tor County Bosrd of Appesis
Ehuh" Stema, Erq.
+ Povmeylvania Avense
Townom, Manylend 21204 Sunt
T B ST e e e e, SIL00
i Cant of conifiod documents In Coss No. 72-63-2 $17.00 —

James H. Cook, Esq.
Towson, Md.
Cont of coples of documers from
Zoning File F72-83-R -
Irvin C. Tllimon
13 sheats @ §.50/ shaet $6.50
TELEPHONE i
isaaarn INVOICE Ne. 74026
—— BALTI ORE COUNTY, MARY \ND
OFFICE OF FINANCE oave /2872
Rerwwwe Divisiow
COURT HOUSE ‘I‘LL‘I‘I
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 ¢ o
To: Foning)
James H. ook, Exq.
07 Avenun
Towson, Marylend 2104 L
tvosccomana OLIIZ
Summry Serac o
Cost of coples of documents from
Zonlng Filo #72-53-8 $4.50
N/ Kanilworth Or. 750" from
West Road = §th Diutrict
Irein .. Tillman
IMPORTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
.. . OFFICE OF FINANCE. REVENUE DIVISION
MAILTQ COURTHOUSE. TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
;Lr”‘m: INVOICE W n =
B {2 T8
- BALTIX DRE COUNTY, MARYILND  ° 645
QFFICE OF FINANCE oarfPrt1 15 1970
I Propdriid e
! TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 %
To: Zoning Dept. of Baltimore County

Hessrs. Royston, Mueller, Thomas & Mclean

102 v,

Towson, nd. 2120k

[ToAL Awoue

01522

siroun w account o i i i e g el irece SO
o

TTACH ALGHG PRRFORATIGN AND KELP THI% FOATION FOR YOUN RECORDS

= | Petition for Reclascification for Irvia C. Tillasm 50,00 A

) " IMPORTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE To BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
OFFICE OF FINANCE, REVENUE DIVISION

MAIL TO URTHOUSE, TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

4

N/5 Kenitwarth Drive 750" frm
Waat Reod
#th Diirict, Contral Sector

lrvin C. Tiimen
Tothionar

IMFORTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

OFFICE OF FINANCE, REVENUE DIVISION

MAIL TO
COURTHOUSE, TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204
Hassrs, ¥y Les Thomes
& W, Hrerisen Stene [0, 1 Raclassi fication
102 W, Pormcylvania &‘ Item 6
Towson, 21

BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING
County Office Building

111 W. Chasapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Your Petition has been received and accepted for filing ¢
August

sy, day of
Zoning Comm ssioner
Trin €, TH1lman
Patitioner: Messrs. bl-ln":nl:: &
s Attornay. Reviewed by

ha o
Advisary Committee

TELEPHONE
4942413

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARvLAND  NO- 81952

OFFICE OF FINANCE ~ ewmtimm
T

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

w0, 01462
SRR AL AR GHATION A e S ey A T
T e LEMOUATION 40 Mekr YIS PoKTION rom voum e
Coet of posting aad advertising properiy of Irvia C. Tillman
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