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James H, Cosk, Esqa,
409 Washington Avanus
Towson, Paryland 21204

REs Type of Hearing: Recless, te Bul,
Locatlon: W/S Gouchcr Blve,, Int, Loch
Raven B'vd,
Putitioner: Security Mortgage Corp.
9tn District
Iten 6

Dear Sir.

The Zening Advisory Committee hus revicied the plans
subnifttes with the ahove referenced petition and has rade
an on site fizld inspection of the proparty. The follcwing
corments are & result of this review and inspection.

The subject property fs located on the west sfce of
Loch Raven B1vd, and Goucher Blvd. It fs currently an undevelopad
tract of land that les just to the tast of the cxisting
Glenmont Apartrants and the Glendale Community. There §s 2
seall stroem thot Fleus through tha western edge of this propertys
It sppoars tha{ a good portion of this proserty is 3 result o
a Filling operaticn. To the south of thz subject site there is a
Baltirore County Fire Departrent 2nd Cermnity Recication /red,
To the cast oF the subject site is 3 coszercisl complex kroum s
the Loch Raven Plaza Thupplrg Center,

SuREn 07 EUTINEESDY

The Following comments are furnfshad fn regard to the
plat submitted te this office for revfew by the Zeaing Advisery
Conmittic fm co nection with the subject ftem.

Hi st

Lach Raven Baulevard 13 @ Stete ready theafore, all
frproversatz, fntersscticns and entrances on this read wll be
subject to State Highusy Aculnfstraticn requircrents.

Gouckar Foulevard cutoff i3 on exfsting curbed divicad
reacdiay of vhich na edditions! fnpreverenls are required 3t shis
tice, &

Jomes H, Cook, Esq.
Page 2
Item 6

Cetbury Road fs an existing 48 foot curbed strest intersecting
Goucher Boulevard cutoff as & channzlized intersection. Mo additional
fmprovements are required at this time,

Storm Brains:

The Petitioner must provide necessary drainage faciiitfes {temporary
or perrancnt) tc pruvent creating any rufsances or carages to adjacent
properties, ezpecially by the concentration of surface woters, Correction
of any problem which may result, due to fmpreper grading or improper
installation of drairage facilities, would be the full responsibility of
the Petitioner,

Loch Raven Boulevard fs 3 State road, Therefore, drainage requircronts
as thoy affect the road cons under the jurfsdiction of the State Highwey
Administration.

A study will be required at the time this site §s developed to deternine
the drairige cascrents and structures nzcessary,

Sedimant Control:

Develeprant of this preperty through stripping, greding ond stabilizatien
could result in a sedimant pollution proh!' canaging priveie and public
holcings dounstican of the property, A erading permit {3, therefo-e, necessary
for 211 gruding, inciuding the stripplng of top soils

2y

Fratnage studfes and sedinent costrol drawings will be necessary to bo
reviewsd and approved prior to the issuunce of any gracing or ~u'iding pernits,

Water and Sanitary Smer:

Public vater and sanftory sewer services are avaflzble to serve this
site.

PROJECT PL

G 01YISIC:

This office has reviewed the subject site plen end vffers the
fol lcuwing coTments:

This office hos Leen unable to deternire 1F this Ziveleper hos
made application to the Departnant of Woler Resources fer 2
permit to relecate this stream,

FIRE_DEPARTHENT:

The owner shall comply with ol applicabls requiresents of the
Ntional Flre Protecticn Associztion Standard Mo. 101, "The Life Szfety Code',
1967 Edition, ard the Fire Prevention Coda when construction plans are submitted
for approval.

Jamgs H, Couk, Esq.
Fage 3
Iten €

Fire hydrants for the propased site (are required a~d) shall
be In accordance with Baltimare County Standards,

The hydrants shall be located at intervals of 507 ‘eet along
an approved road,

OE TRAFFIC ENGINEERING:

The subjoct patition vas reviewad os Ttem 233 before the ZAC,
April 22, 1970, at viich tima the following coaant was made.

The s bject oatitfon I3 requesting & change from 75 to BL of 10,4
acres, This should change trip density from 520 trips to 7800 trips.
All traffic to the subject site from Loch Raven Ggulevard must make
2 left turn frow foucher Joulevard cut off into Colbury Rond and o left
turn into the center. For the expecied triffic velume, this should
create sore capacity problens,

The entrance to Goucher Boulovard cut off must be recesigned so
that a1) entzring traffic will be via a free right turn lone and all
exiting trafic will be via a free right turn in a southerly direction,
No additioral madfan opanings on Goucher Boulevard cut of f will be
2lloned, s

The foliowing 15 suppler=ntal commants to Bureau of Fngincering.of veteber 21, 1971

Orainsy

Dus te the flonoing conditiens erperlenced dornstream From thit
as a result of fncrcased storm water flows reczfved from the
drefnage areaj end since ft doss not appear to be economically
Feasible to provide wdoguste storm drofnage Teprovesints downstreas, tnfs
office Is favestigating the feasilifity of constructing ¢ retention pong
upsn tha public land zfjscent to this properly,

Preliminary studles fadicate that a portion of the subject
proporty would be required to affard sufficlent capiclty to retird storm
water run-off, Thaercfore, @ storn drefnage resarcaifen of constiderab'’e
sfze may be required In connectica with the progoied dovelopoant of this
site,

STATE MIG

AJUINISTRATI

The subject plar fndicates that thore should be na adverse effacts

to the ftate Mighe

ames M, Coock, E<g.
age b
Ttem 6

HEALTH DEPARTRENI &

Metropolftan sater and sewer must be extendzd to 1w site before
bullding permit is approved,

Food Service Carmants: Prior to constructicn, renovatien and/or
{nstaTlztion of squiprent for this food service facility, complete plins
and speeifications must be subnitted to the Divislen of Foed Central,
Baltimare County Degartmert of Health for rovicw and approval.

Ar ildirgs on this site may
be subject Tregiatration and corpliance with the hurylind State I alth
Alr Follution Control ~_gulations. Additio al informtion may be oheafne:
frow the Division of Air Pallution, Saltimarc County Tepartrant of He:lth,

ntsi The builé.rg or bu

ZUNIKG ADMINISTRATION OTVISION:

The plat does not Indicate ths heves that front on Queens Ferry
Road and hack up to the proposed shoppirg ceater arca. This property wos
also ¢ subject of the Pianning Zoard and County Councll in the mp
adoption process,

This petitfcn Is accepte For filing on the date of the enclosed
Filing certifica votice of tha hearing date and tinz, which will be
held not less t-an 30, Aor more than §0 ciys 3fter the date on the filing
certificate, will b forvarded to you In the mci. future.

Very truly yours,

JU0dr,1dR
Enc.
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n \.h‘ RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION BEFORE Security Mortgege Corp, - No. 72-200-R 2 [
PETITION ‘\9.-: from D R. 5.5 lo B.L. zone [
FOR Z - S ¢ | Southwest Comor Goucher Baulevard  : COUNTY BUARD OF APPEALS |
ONING RE-CLASSIFICATION > o Cutoff and Colbury Road norHrwardly along the west side of Goucher Baulevard Cutoff another 1000 feet to a point |
o 9th District i OF ‘
S |

F
= r MEMORANDUM IN SUVPORT OF RECLASSIFICATION whave i T ol R e A T e "
/ FILED BY SECURITY MORTGAGE CORP. AS REQUIREDL Security Mortgage Curp. . BALTIMORE COUNTY ry Road. ry rom subject is the soul Oﬂy ‘ 4

BY BILL 72, SECTION 22-22(b). Petitioner terminus of a very lerge ond intensely developed commerciol area of 70 ocres or more in

¥

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

1 or we.Security Mortgage COTP.. iegal owner. . of the property situate in Balimore ] No. 72-200-R
size, which emanates in oll surfoce dire=tions outwardly from the infersecti_n of Loch Raven

;hnlr and -thi) is u-;::ml- the du::lz‘unn and plat attached hereto and made a part hereof, Now comes Security Mortgage Zorp., a body corporate, EE R Y i
reby petition (1) that tbe roning status e herein describe] property be reclassified, pursuant . Boulevord and Tuylor Avenue, which intervection is approximately 600 feet on a direct line
o the Zoning Law of Battimore County, from an..._. DuRa 5.5 legal owmer of the within property sousht to be reclassified, OPINION |

. northeent of the subject.  Ti - sbject parcel was seporated fium this commereiul tract by
by James H. Cook, its attorney, and in accordance with the [
This caie comes before the Board I by the Petit fi the construction of Colbur, "“>ad ond the Goucher Boulevard Cutoff. ing f H
provisions of BLLL 72, Section 22-22(b) states that the reclassi- - e o 0,4 dgpisd. by this. Putftlpder fige o0 v oad o ucher Boulevard Cu Zo Tnp for the
Order of the Zoning Commissioner dated April 26, 1972 denying the subject petition. aforementioned Glenmont Aportments. and the Glenmont Towers was affirmed by the Mary-
fication requested should be granted and for reasans says: I
The Petitioner herein seeks o zening reclassification from an existing D.R, 5.5 (Density

1. That the Baltimore County Council committed error in plaring
subject property in a D.R.5.5 classification at the time

8
....... Balioo ___.______rone; for the following ressans: 5
its adoption of the Land Use Map of March 24, 197L. {

lond Court of Appeals in 1964 in the cazo of Howard H. Rohde, et al vs. Ortel Realty, Inc. |
234 Md. 259.  This left the subject tract, which remains undeveloped to date, between

1. That the Baltimore County Council committed error in

See attechad description Residential, 5.5 dwallings per acre) fo a B.L. (Business Locol) classification.

PALG Jmpnon jo *uco/rs

placing the subject property in a D.".5.5 classification at the

the commercial gruperties to the north ond cast and the D.R. 5.5 ond D.R. 16 land 10 the

rapmG.

The subject rty is located ol i L
¢l F &N NdapELon O E the Land, Ude Mapy @ subject property is located along the west side of Goucher Boulevard 1

intc the residential areos where the protestants have their homes. .. "

=
e Cutoff and Loch Roven Road, and extends southerly fi P i Road. | west. | 1
c 23 2. That the topography of the subject tract is such that kil Gl Al e DR [
= It is in the 9th Election Di i In his closi t before the Board in the '
e | L: 1s not susceptible of orderly development within the context is in Eleclion District, Towson, Baltimore County, Maryland. 1t is a long, n his closing argumen! are the in present case, Protestants
L I o .
L2 B—— narrow, vecant fract of land cont imately 10. . coursel cited the Rohde case, supra, wherein the Court stoted:
= e O R I S of the zoning classification in which it has been placed. on veesol teact of land containing apprexinately 10.432 acres.  The northeast e s
rtsed 8 pever u

o ion has been filled to grade of the sireet; otherwi - e vne.-There was os olreody noted, evidence fo the eifect
g we, llm:‘:au :Al:hurm of above re-classification and/or Special Exception advertising, 3. Thar the Land Use Map failed to provide sufficient postion nedles SE i Semeli ctimndifR 1B iy Ghnially ey e e rhm this ment devels :I \-oul;l :!::vr ;ao hqur!;:n‘n ‘

- tition, apart opme
o A 8 ,,,,m pettilon, &t further agres 1o and ao 1o by Souind by (e soning 4 . cribed & o deep ravine with an epen stream In He batiom traversing tha tract langthwise | to prevent the spraad ond encroachment of the highly commer- |
Y ot Baltimore Counly adopled pursuant 10 the Zoning Law for Baltimore adlitional business local zoning in the immediate vicinity to ciolized area at the Taylor-Loch Ra. on Boulevard intenection

~ north to south, and having steep embankments on either side. itioner's
adequately take care of the needs of the neighborhcad. g steep nfs on either si {See Plot, Petitioner's

- Exhibit No. 4.)  The proverty fronts 87.86 feet along the south side of Calbury Road.

The Board connot visualize that this petition will negate the apartment buffer concept,

}-A'/ Then proceeding in a southerly directior. alcng its west boundory for a distance of 498 feet, since the apariments are now built as a phyzical reality and the subject property is oriented

; At'x:“:; izzkrruputy — it abuts @ D.R. 16 zone improved with the Glenmant garden apariments and the Glenmont toword the commercial area rather than the residential arcs behind the apartments.
Towers high rise apartment building. It continues southerly another 527 feet abulting the Furthermore, on reading the Rohde case, we find that the Court also stated:

*,.....There is a proposol, which hos been pending for some time,
to extend a substantial highway known as Goucher Boulevord so o |
to run southeast from Taylor Avenue and connect with Loch Raven
Boulevard.  As planned it would poss clo.e to thi northwest side
B range.  The south boundory of th property then runs ecstwardly a distance of 591.23 | of the Ortel land, but would not actually fouch that roct. A
1 small -irip of land zoned R-6, would be left botween, but would
| be useloss for development purposes. ......."

rear yards of ten semi-cletachcd dwelling: which frant along Quears Ferry Rood, and which

JamesfH, - Cook " Protestant's Atiorney
409 Mashing._a Avenue are part of the Glenmont subdivision having homes in the 125,000.00 to 532,000, i
Address . Tovsgu,. Maxyland 21204 ” " oo e A #0000 prce

GRUERED By The Zoaing Commissioner of Baltimore County, this.

Bt Sopmasdiopbmticemmrn feet along @ comman boundary line, with a Iwenty acre tract known @ Glendale Park,
required by the Zoning Law of Ballimore County, in two newspapers of general circulation through-
Couaty, that property be posted, and thal the public hearing be bad before the Zoning
of Baltimore County in Room 106, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore

which is owned by Baltimore County and is impraved with a fire station ond a public ploy~ The commen: by the Courr, obviouly referring io the subject property o

ground.  The cast boundary then follows a sweeping curve northwardly for a distance of the useless R-6 land left between, is very significont & it supports the testimony in the

approximalely 340 feet along the west side of Loch Raven Boulevard, then coatinues

|
|
| instant cose that indeed the subject property is unique in that it severe (wieless) mpogvnphy}

hes hindared 1ts development. o this respact, Mr, Benard Willemain, a reputable, ‘

,_,z..____.

o

ool -CLFET )

W

=

»
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S ity Mo e Corp. = No. 72 = 200-R 5. i Security Mortgoge Corp. = No. 72-200-3 6.
Seeurity Mortgage Corp. = No. 72-200-R 4, ecurity Morigege Corp.

hich th droims. Alsc, the steep grades
contour linas on the east side of the proparty.  He further stated that there is an easement 376 Gures oF iodentind which the sivsom sew dueirs: A0 ey ik ORDER

Fhe site cause almest tatal runoff with very litle absorption of rainfall.  If anything,

Security Morigoge Corp. - Mo. 72-200-R

for existing public sewer and water mains clong the streambed, which eassment cannot be
For the reasons set forth in the aforegoing Opinion, it is this _ 213t 2ay

enpetienced lond planner, testified thot e hod been familiar with his site since 1748, ot
which time he was tho Deputy Director of Planning for Baltimore County. He stated

that Baltimote County originally acquired 20 acres, now Glendale Pork, locared south

built upon.  The stream ond the easement actually separate the subject land into fwo

parcels. There was uncontradicted testimony thar the sewer and water utilities are

the present high dogree of soil eration would bacome stobilized if the site were developed.
The other Prolestant feared that his propesty value would be reduced

be .ause ha claimed there would result increased troffic, nolse, nuisance, garbage and

of December, 1972, by the County Boord of Appeals ORDERED, that the reclassifica-

ton of 10.432 ocres from D.R. 5.5 to B.L, petitioned for,be and the same is horoby

3 adequate and available fo serve the site and the area.  Mr. Gelston testified that commer-

of the subject, for @ 10ad project which would have been the west branch of Perring loped lally. He GRANTED.

i transients into the area ir the property were
i " : cial developmant here would have no adverie effect on the values of nearby residantiol

Poribeny Vhn b 950 . ocant Gt LKLl 5 oSl which -examinatic tew the subject fram his but does | Any oppeol From this dacision must be in acer rdance with Chapler 1120

: st et “The Wi beeE was then Hear= properties.  Mr. John Erdmon, a recognized fraffic enginesring expert, explained thet under crass-axcaminaticr, that ha canaat view the sublect fram his praperty, Buf fos se8 "

fixed the west boundary of the rubject tract. The entire subject property T —— o tht by wting the ood copcit and is under the influence of ofher commereial and cportment developmant already existing subtitle B of the Maryland Rules of Procedure, 1961 edition.

is treffic studies (see o, 5) revea y usi accepted ity |

in the area.

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

:
‘} marked" for road use. The original road, designed by Willemain in 1956, proposed that
1 scale with readings "A™ ta "F" inclusive, a service level of "C* would prevail on abutting

the stream an the subject be utilized to separate the dual lanes of a new arteriol road, to )

that F the odi t residents in either the - |

ro0ds e a resull of anticipated traffic that may be generated from intensive conmercial The Boord notes that none of the adjacent residents in eithar the aport I

devel nt of the site.  He s thot leval "C™ is a condition where diate ments or in the sami-detached dwallings oppeared in protest fo granting the patitioned | /

. s convinced by the Pefitioner's testimony and balieves he | | /._ £ -...{

with no tralfic problom when they are afflclently utllized.  He concluded that he saw reclasiification.; “Th'héan T coninced . tha Relltloass + feslinory gl TR ST, Tha ‘il‘
i 5 il oF AP et by o sibject i ol e g ol s varcome the burden of thowing eror in zoning.  The Board has visited the site and

way 1 u subject site ‘

|

\

: ol
: be known es the Goucher Boulevard Cutoff, which wauld ba comtructed to connect Loch DF MI.‘IMOI\E COUNW

Raven Boulevord to the center of Towson.  Apparently, hoaver, @ new alignmant east

of ;h subject was ultimately chosen which avoided the sireambed lo o large extent. The

i jred consi landfill, which resulted in
actual comstruction of the roadbed required considerable + which res: i is impressed with ifs geographic continuity with the adjocent commercil development and
pm“m.

" ing" i he i ing thi the sulject sit
‘platioming” It above the subject, 1l reby increasing the steep grades on sulject site, Wi rebbi scrmaningy- o oted et . ot i ik e

It is the Patitioner’s contention tha' there wes "siror* in comprehensive

| some of which were latar filled, kat the embenkments still have slopes which range from
I . portion of the residential area.
I rezaning that ploced the subject in D.R. 5.5 zoning whan Hhe zoning map was odophed

dogree: 70 . itis Mr. Willemain' ional opinion, and
2 oo Mokgivesy {1 e Willanaiv’s pofesioen] splofn It is the Board's beliaf that grontirg the requested petition is in hamany
March 24, 1971, in that the members of the County Council folled to recogrize the con- B |
. ith the | character of the neighborhood, and that the i

fiscatory cost of developing the iract for D.R. 5.5 uie. The Board agraes with this and i S genare Sptele i
w  ave no advene effect on the general welfare. Siream improvement, velocity of -+

that of cther expert witnensas whe testified, thot the subject property is indeed unusecble

|
|
| until the stream is completely boxed ond the ravine is filled and graded. The cost of
[| s s st 1o o oot o il sk poogasty Forcay cosidamiioh o belisves the Petitioner has o right to devalop & remensble use of the property. In effact,
| ¥, Filling, groding and ercsion control are all subject fo the control of Baltimore
Thars was correborating restimany h the sie development cost would run $30,000.00 o the Patitioner claims that the commrcial use which he proposes s reasanable and will | bk e |
i ) ! County's Department of Public Warks whn the site is devaloped, and could actually 1 ‘
|| $55,000.00 per acre in order to utilize the tract for tny purpese whatoever. niot be detrimental to the general weliare. ; |
i ; oy - ) - result in on improvement in downstream conditions.

Mr. Jomes Ammacost, a professional land surveyor, with the fimm of George Two witnesses testified In oppasition o the granting of the patition,
| { For these roasoms, ond from all of the testinony presanted, the Boord Is

W. Stephens, and Mr. Hugh E. Gelston, o well-known and qualified real estate appraiser, neither of whom can view the subject from their property.  One of the Protestonts lives

convinced that the property carnot be used in its present D.R. 5.5 zoning, and that it
both testified thot thay had been long familior with the subject praperty, and that the several blocks downstream from ihe subject.  He claims that the proposed commercial
was an error 10 50 zone it.  Therafore the requested petition to reclauify the subject
development was nat nesded, but most of ol | he was fearful that devaloping the tract
- 10.432 geres from D.R. 5.5 10 B.L, is hereby granted.
would increese the water runoff into tha stream, which in tum would oggravate perisdic

jproperty's termin was extremely rough in character.  The streambed ot the southem

wdge of the property is ot an elevarion of 330 feet. The west boundary of the tract is

around 380 foot elevation, and ifs east boynoury is aiwund 375 fool elevation. There flooding problems in his rear yard,  Thare wos testimany that paving the 10+ acres of

axish then a maximom differential in elevation of approximataly 50 feet on the site. Mr. the subject would cause @ negligible increase in the amaunt of water runoff of the entire

Ammacost testified that thare is & much as 40 feet differential in elevation between 10 foot




Pursuant 1o the advertisenient, yosting of preperty, and public hearing on the asove pelition and

it appearing that by reason of ...

should be granted

a Spectal Exception for a.
IT IS ORDERFD by the Zoning Commissioner of Ballimore County this ST

day of........ ---——.-_-_, 197 __, that the herein described property or arca should be and
1he same e hereby reclassified; from a. .. ..oooooooocoo..70RC 10 2. sessisssasauan

,,,,,,,, should be and the same s

7one, and ‘or a Special Exceptior tcra .

granted, from and after the date of this order.

""" Zoning Commissianer of Baltimore County”

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of property and public hearing on the above Pelition
and It appearing that by reason of. £ailure ta.show error io. the original zoning

ARANTIE
- E -
= e IT 1S ORDERED by the Zoning Commi:sioner of Raltimore County, this. . day
Z ol BApril .. 197 2, that the abave Reclassification be and the same is hereby
=2 DENIED and that the above described property ar area be and the same is herchy continued as and
= !t\&maln a CDaB.S.5 _#ne
[}
=
o
=] bl
e 2
[ - ( t
3 i
i |
| |
i [
f
1 ¥oard'a ozdar a=nd thess dscisisna aza dispositive of the
2 prasant casa.” I my opinlon thoy are alao dlspositive
3 ot this casa, becausa Hg. Sutcher has shown no special
4 damage othar than that which migat accrus Ly reason of
5 inczsasad Tunoff ta the public in general downstirean from
8 tha gubjset property.
¥ For those brief rcasons, Santlamen, the court
8 feels cospelled to follow tha dacision of the Court of
Lt Appeals, Ths caurz nat oaly Zzela compelled to but the
10 | Loure i3 commeliad ta follow the decision of the Court af
u Azpeals, and grant the motion to disaiss tha appeal filed
2 by Hancy C. Dutcher, IV, and Elizabeth E. Butcher, his wife.
B I will aiga an order o that aflsct.
H - - -
15
18
17 s
18
9
20
2

L R2Z: ]
| REQIASET:

2 I £rom D.R. 3.3 to L. 1 CIRTUIT CIuRT
zona 33 sornar Couchaz |

3 Soulevard auesif 1 FOR
Coliuzy Road -

4 Dlasris [ SAITIIORZ STMTY

5 Sacurity Mortcage Corp.: AT LAW
Potitionar

6 t Piu Dockat #3

7 Zoning rila o, 72-200-R

'
Haary C. Dutshar, IV,

8 et al, z
Protastaats-Azpsllats

LU tareh 13, 1373
n Jefore: ENORAILT JOTN GRASIN TURNICLL, Sudgs
12 - - -
13 DZARNICIS 3
i Jezes H. Coolx, Zagulza azd
15 on bahalf of Han Pazisiaame,
16 dartin M. drosiaski, Saquiza,
1 o3 bshalf of tha Prozastanta-Azzallanta,
13
19 Raportad by:
Paul C. 1538
-15 0fficial Couzt Pasorter

L In tha Cirault Coust Zor Saltizoza

\w Zl f‘l

Seusty

Folio 252
| ERTEE)

2d care haviag corme oa for hiariar <poa the n.ation
of security Lortzage i
ity L.ortzage Carparation to dismiss the apgeal in the above cale

takea by Heary €, Lutcher, IV and Zlizabeth 1, suteh,

', the Court hay

reviewed the file aad rend th traascrint of testi

=09y Lzlore the Coanty Loasd
. of Appeals, Counsel having been haard, it is tais 6 day of 3 arch, 1T
Loareh, 197
for reasons set forth ia this Caurt's oral opinion,
ORDERED that said a:otion to dismiss be, and the tame is harehy,

graatad and the appeal on behalfl of Heary ¢, butcher, IV and Elizabath

H. Butcher, is hereby dismisasd,

(Counaal mads azjusens to the coust.

e A

2 THEE COURT: 0a stazemens of couasel I will
3 sign aa ordar disnlzsing ths oppeal lnaofar as Towsoa Losh

4 Raven Community Counssl, Inc. i3 concerasd.

5 T am not colag to ovazrula Eha Gsust oF Aspaals,
6 I will let tha Court of Appeala overmule itoell. I will
k: sign an order disalssing tha apgeal Lnsofar as tha

8 Appallants liyer, StTurmgeon, DJutlor, lucha and Terver ara

Bv conzarned.

10 Gantlomen, it ia parZactly cbvious that if any
L acrsass in uaofi o causad Ly the fact that tals classi-
2 ‘ £ication ia chasged, if inlsed it ia changed, it Zeans

13 J £hat overyoie diwadtrsam Ifzaa tha mrosarty will Be affectad
u | »y it, and that Ls, a3 I s20 i, the chiaf and only reason |
15 | gor mr. cutchar's protests £ wit, tiat he fears taat the
18 runo®2 will inezeass and dc dasmge to his property.

17 Actually *era 13 no evidence that I @aa find in
18 tha rocord, which T have road, that the preparty of tis

L Drotastanta, I, and M Busshaz, would be capreciazad

x in value by the pzoposed rezoaing, or that the Protastants
a could ovan caa tha subjact property frsm thair property.

I
.«

uT Co

bgbam Y
uats= fup

ICALVILORE COUNTY

CLUPURATION AT Law

* Lochet 9 tollo 269
File 4233

OF counT

Ihe above

tled case having corme on for hearing upona the motion

of Security lL.ortzage Corp

A to dismiss tne appeal ia the above case

by Richard s, Miyer, Phyllis €. iyer, Frances ', sturgeos, Joha Li,

Datler, Jr., Charlotte 5. Gutler, Ronald M. f.ucha, Margaret C, Mucha,
Fraak B. Terveer, and Maxiae T. Terveer, the Court having reviewad the
file and read tae transcript of testimony befors the Couaty Loard of Appeals,

Counsel having been heard and it appeariag that noae of said persona were

parties to the proceeding befors the County Board of Appeals s therelore

this /%  day of March, 1973,

ORLERLD that the motion to dismiss be, and the same is herehy, granted
and the appe:l filed oa bahalf of Richard 5, fuyer, Phyllis C. Myer, Frances
W, atargeon, Joha Li. iutler, Jr,, Charlotts 5. Butler, Ronald M, Mucha,

Marzaret C,

ucha, Fraank B, Turveer, and hlaxiae E. ‘ierveer, is hereby

Cismissed,

ir
Joha Grasoa Turabull
Judge

e ’

2
3

@ ® a9 e @

2

Uow, he sentense which T just onwaclazed

par curlam opinion of the Court of Azpeals

Majse Ramlty, Tac., 251 Md, 63 exantly as the Coust of

Appsals wrota it, with the oxceptias -nas I daleted the

words Central Avenus, which la where tie Wnlta propesty |

If indeed the flow la increasad Mr. Butch,

was located.
an
being four blocks away,/overvoody in between who bordera

on this stream will be affected; and cortainly

3oy con-

Ths Coust ol

stitute the publiz generally.

in vhite va. Major LY, Ing., Saye Lk, “Ugon a
sotlon, the circult Court (Iaine, J.) disalased the azpeal ‘ i

|
on the ground that the Protestants and Avpellants weza adt I
parties aggrievad by tha Doazd's &relalon 23 roaqulzad

Section 604 of tha Baltizmors County Chaztas. In ous o-iaton

Judge Raina*a crdar dismissing tis appeal was COrIict. Jus

dscizionfiestn L Devaloonent oo, v, TiluaTaus
Goxp., 213 M4, 239, 131 A.2d 461 (1)57) and DOay v. Ciaas,

240 MA. 130, 213 A.2d 487 (3933) iadizate thac ths Aspellanzs

|
dld not establlsh tha necessary speclal damaga t3 Dalrc ‘
property (an adverse affact difforsnt than that sufla |

by the public gensrally) ta maka them 'm;grt:-mg' by the

AR

. b FRAUH SHE OFFICE CF
CBORGE WILLIA s‘:mlls. .ll. & ASWCLATLS, NG,

PB.U. BOX #6828, 'mus'.n HD. 21204

Description to Accoapany Zoning Pllllltm September 23, 1971

Reclassification froa D.R. 5.5 to B-

Beginning £or the sape At a polnk on the southeast sl of Coltury Raad,
satd point belng distanc 111 feet more or lesc as measured southwesterly from the
centerline of Gouc'er Boulevard Cutoff, thence binding along the southeastern side
of sald Colbury Rozd Suuth 60° 164 22 West 87,86 feet, Tunning thence leaving
said Colbury Road the six .lallﬂds courses viz: flvst South 6° 48 00 East 225.72
feet, second South 13¢ 35* 40° Uest 212,61 fast, third North 71° 50t 200 West
10.01 foet, fourth South 12° 550 4% Yest 139.91 fest, Eifth South 27° 55* 40
the west side

Want 386.69 feet, and sixth South 62° 29' 23 East 591.23 feet
of Loch Raver Boulevard, thence binding on tha vest slde of said Bouleward by &
1ine curving to the right with a radlus of 2591.48 feet and having an are of L11.4%
fast, sald curve being subtended by a chond bearing of Marth 15° 25¢ 49 East for
111,43 fast; running thance leaving sald Loch Raven Boulevard, the threa folloving
courses, vizt Flrst North 73° 200 16" West 33,00 feet, second North 17° 06! 35"
East 47,46 feat to the west side of

East 41.57 feet, nnd thizi South 72° 26* I
Goucher Boulevard Cetoff, tiencs binding va the wert side of sald Cutoff the thres
lolloving courses, vizi first by a lize curving to the lsfc having & radlus of
1675.08 fest and an arc of 683,48 feet sald cutva being subtended by & chon bearlng
of Noerh 4° 020 21 East for 680,70 fest, second by & llne curving to tha lef*
baving a radius of 83088 foct ani an arc of 317.04 fest sald curve being mubtended
by & chord beariny of Horth 18° 37¢ 31* Yest for 324,93 fest, and third North 30° 14*
Ot est 73.28 fest, thence leaving the west side of said Goachar Boulsvard Cuteff

and tunning for 1lnes of division the t<o following courses, vis: flrst North &%
380 52 Hast 131,37 feet, and secund by a line curving to the left having & radlus
of 960.00 foct and an are of 22,35 feet sald curve being .uuuq,wm
of Herth 20° &30 26% Wust (of 21.55 feet to the place of begl:

Contaiaing 10.432 Acres of land more or leas.



of repasl aad tha answer thersty, It [s th!

- In The
- Caurt of Appeals
a* Marylond

»: Ho, &1
CORPOAATION * Septoaber Tera, 1573

G R

Upon censideration of the motion for diamissal

__Mth cny

of Seotemser, 1573

CPISRED Ly the Court of Appeels of Marylend

that the motlon for 413al3sal of cppeal b2, »nd it 13 harcoy,

sranted. and appesl dismissed.

/3/ Robert ¢, Murphy
chiet Judge

ool s

104 oy

SPITION FOR RICLAGSIVICATION
3 D.B. 5.5 to D.L. zonx
garnsr Goushsr Boulsward
cuboff ana Colbury Zoad
ot

CIECUIT

Sa uriiy llortzage So soR

Pezitlonar

DALTIMORE COUNTY
Zoning Fils Mo, 72-200=3

Honry C. Dutcher, IV, at al, L 4
?:u:unun':s-appeilln;: Hize. Dozkat Mo, 2
Pallo Mo 283

file Yo, 4993

Mr. Clork:

Plamse eanter up an Appssl to tha Meryland Courd of
Appsals on beshalf of ths Protestants-appallants ln the above
captlonsd case frza3 the declslon of Judge Turabyll datad
March 18, 1573.

1 N, Charlea Street, 7t
Baltimers, Harylama 21201

5 2’
z:tonq: for Protestants-
Appellants

1 EREEBY CSETIPY that on thia 15th day of April, 1373,
a sopy of the aforsgoing Notiloa or‘lpp:ﬂ ~a3 nailad to Jomsa I.
Cook, Eaquire and Richard C. Murray, Esqulre, 403 Yashlinsgton
Avewune, Tovson, Maryland 2180i. Attorneys for tns Patitionar;
Michael J. Dausch, III, 6741 Gl‘enurt Bosd, Caltizoras, Marylacd

Protastasts= \p

SECURITY LOBTGACE CONPORATION *
a body corjorate
faterveaor

L% above entitled case having come oA for heariag upon the nooton
of szeurity L ortgage Corporation to dismlss the appesl ia the ubove case
taken by Heary C. Lutcher, iV aad Elizabeth . Lutcher, the Court haviag

reviewad the file aad raad t.

traascript of testimoay hefore the Coaaty Joard

of Appeala, Louasel having been heard, itis this /= ~ day of f.arch, 1373
for reasc.s set forta ia this Couirt's aral opialen,

ORDERED that said motion to gismics te, and ta2 same is herrdy,

gracted and the appeal on behalf of fienry (, Fateher, IV ard Elizabeth

B, Butchar, is hereby dismissed.

]
Bl B Frtsitivniitin

fuhn Grasoa Turaobull

|' Judgs

True Copy Test
ELWIER M. T.'.m_

W )
v
f
21239, Abtorney for Pr Appallants;
County Boord of App2als, Couaty Uffice Building,

i/
ey /
syanua, Toison, Haryland 21204, Topy |/

/
4

0. T W Py / {

iartin M. Hrozinsil

/

S CL SUTCHLR, IV, et al IN THE ClRCUIT ¢ ot nT

T PALTIMORE COUNTY

AT Law

Latervesor

Locist 9 Folio 260
. File 4553

ORDER OF COURT
ERoER OF COURT

the above entitled case haviag come on for hearing upon the motion

of aneurity Liortgage C Grporatiod to dismisa the appeal in the above case

by ltichard 5. Myer, Phyllis €.

er, Fraaces W, Sturgeon, Joha Mi,

Latler, Jr., Charlotte s, Eutler, Roaald M. L.ucha, slargaret C, liucha

rraak B, Terveer, and Macine E. Terveer, the Court having reviewed the
file =ad read the traaseript of testimony before the € cunty Board of Appeals,
Couasel having beea heard and it appearing that none of said persons were

pacties to the proceeding before the County Board of Appeals it is therefore

tar)
ws S50 day of M.arch, 1973,

QRUERED that the motion to dismisa be, aad the same ia hereby, granted

aad the appeal filed on behalf of Richard 5. Miyer, Phyllls €. Miyer, Frances
sturgeon, Joha M. Butler, Jr.

.. Chariotte 5. Butler, Ronald M, Mucha,

ilarzaret C,

cha, Frank B, Terveer, and i

laxise E. Terveer, Is hereby

Zlamissed,

Par,

/Denu

AE: PETITION FPCH RECLASSIFICATION IN THE

from D.B. 5.5 B.L. zone
5W corner Goucher Boulavard

:  CIECUIT COURT
cutoff and Colbury foad e

Se-urity Mortgage lorp.. 3 FOR
Petitioner R oy

P No. 72=-200=-8
Zoning File No. 7. AT LA

Henry C. Butcher, IV, et al, 3

Protestints=Appellants Misc., Docket No. 9

+ Polio Mo.meeo 269
Plle No.___ U283

Mr, Clerk:

Pleasc enter up an Appssl to the Meryland Court of
Appeals on behalf of the Protestants-Appellants in the sbove
captionsd ocase from the decision of Judge Turnbull dated
ihl‘ﬂh 16, 1973,

‘rancls J. Mai T
Gooduan, Mesgher & Enoch
111 N. Charles Strest, 7th Fl.
l Baltimore, Marylsed 21201
7523666
‘ Attorneys for Protestanta-
‘ Appellants

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 16th day of April, 1973,
|a sopy of ths aforegolng Notice of Appeal was malled to James H,
|Cook, Esquire and Richard C. Murray, Esquire, 409 ‘ashington
Avenue, Towson, Haryland 21204. Attorneys for ths Petitlonsr;

Michael J. Dausch, III, 6741 Glankirk Boad, Ealtimore, Keryland

HENAY €. BUTCHER, IV, ot ® IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
Pratestaats=Appeilaats - FCR SALTIMORE COUNTY
SECURLTY & AGE CORPOUATION + AT LAW
a body corporate
taterveaor ® Doeket 8 Folio 269
File 4983
v v

ORDER OF COURT,

‘The above eatitled case having come on for heariag upon the motioca
of security Mortgzage C orporation to diamisa the appeal in the above case
by Towsea Loch Havea Commuaity Council, lac,, the Court having reviewed
the flle a2d read the traaseript of testimony belore the County Hoard of Appeals,
Couasel having besn heard and [t Appearing to the Court that the said
Towson Loch Ravea Community Council, (ac, is aot a taxpayer, owner
of real estate or aa aggrieved party withia the reaning section 604 of tae
Baltimare Couaty Charter it is therefore this / (» 2 day of Mureh, 1973,

ORDERED that s5aid motloa be, and the same is hereby, granted aad
the appeal 0a behal! of Towson Loch llaven Commuaity Council, lac, is
hereby dismissed.

ohn Grason Turabull
Judge

2123y, Co=i for Appellants; and to Baltimore
I County Board of Appeals, County Offics Building, Chosapeaks
i Avenue, Towvson, Maryland 2127,

Manbee M. Hus

Martin M. Mrozinski’

2=




GooomMAN, MEAGHER
& Exocn

HEIY C. BUTGHER, IV, ot al * LT

CIRCUIT COURT FUR

Protostunts-Appsllsnts &
SECURITY MORTGAGE CORPORATION, BALT TMORE COUNTY
& Soky seryepete * AT LM
Tntervéner Dockst 9 Folio 269
L File 4983
-y

ANSVER O MOTION TO DISIISS APFEAL

The Protestants-Appellants, Towcon Loch Raven Commmity
1, Inc., &ud Willism G. Wood, President, by their artorneys
roncis J. Meagher and Goodman, Meagher

Coune{
Martin M. Mrozinsii aad F:
and Fnoch, for snswes to the Motion to Dismiss Appeal eay:

1. That the Towson Loch Raven Commmity Council, Inc. by
William G. Wood, President, is a "party to the proceeding” before
the County Board of Appeals within the msaning of Section 604 of

the Baltimore County Charter as to confer on it cthe right to
meintain the within appeal.

2. The Protestant=-Appellant, Towson Loch Raven Corwamity
Council, Inc. admit that it is nct @ taxpayer, owner of resl
estate or an aggrieved party within the meaning of Section 604 of
the Baltimore County Charter.

And for such other reasons that will be shown at any hearing
hereon.

WHEREFORE, having fully soswered the Hotion to Dismiss Appeal,
the Protestants-Appellants psay that the said Motion be denied.

e dansm ot e 2l
WEYTTN N MICEIMERY
3. el
Francis H-uh-;!
treet

psad)
”*giig?:’ Maryland 21201

HEMRY C. BUTCEZR, IV, et al A IN THE
Protestants-Appellants

SECURITY MORTGACE CORPORATION,
4 body corporate

CIRCUIT COURT FOR
BALTIMORE COUNTY

* AT LAW
Incervenor Docket 9 Folio 269
* File 6583
I 10 A

The Protsstants-Appsllants Richard 5. Myer, Phyllis C. dyer,
Fran-os W. Stnrgeon, Johm M. Butler, Jr., Charlotte S. Butler,
Rooald M. Mucha, Maxgaret C. Mucha, Frank B. Tervesr and Haxin~
E. by their
J. Meagher and Goodman, iMsagher and Enoch, for answes to the
Mation to Dismiss Appeal z+w:

1. That the A e parties
withiz the meaning of the Baltimore County Charter, Article VI,
Section 60k sad Article 66 B, Section 7 {j) of tha Maryland Code.

2. That tha A and adjacent
paoperty owners whose legal rights have been infringed.

3. Aspls testimony is a matter of record regarding tha
esthetic, sudibal, visual, ste. demage which will be suffersd by
the above captionad
different from that of the public gensrally and are parties to the
thareby under Section 604, Article

Hartin M. and Francis

1lants ara

lants in a way spacial and

who are

VI of tha Baltimeors Couuty Chartsr.
And for such other rsasous that will be shown at sany hearing

Ber, 1.

I HEREBY CEKTIFY thac oo this " day of maren, 1973 &
copy of the aforegoing Answer to Motion to Dismiss Appeal was
mailed to James H. Couk, Esquire and Richard C. Murrmy, Esquire,
409 Waghington Avenue, Towson, Merylind 71204, Attorneys for the
Appelles; Michael J. Dausch, III, 6741 Glenkirk Road, Baltimore,

Maryland 71239, Co-A y for A 1lants; and to

Baltimore County Board of Appeals, County Office Building,

Checapeske Avenue, Towson, Maryland 71.04.

RN T ——

Goooman. MEAGHER

WHEREFORE, having fully answersd the Motion to Dismliss
Appeal, the Protestants-Appellants pray that ths said Motion be
denied.

N Tt faa

ek o
Martin M. Mrox:

ey ha

Gooduan, Meagher & Enoch

111 N. Charles Strest, 7th Fl.

Bal , Macyland 21201

752--3666

Attorneys for Frotestants—

Appellants
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this / = day of Maxch, 1973 a

copy of the aforegoing Answar to Motion to Dismiss Appeal was
mailed to James H. Cook, Esquirs and Richard C. Murray, Esquire,
409 Washington Avenue, Towson, Maryland 71204, Attorneys for Lhe
Appelles
Ha-,land 71239, Co-A for A

Michiel J. Dausch, I1I, 6741 Glenkirk Road, Baltimore,

llants; and to
Baltimore County Board of Appeals, County Office Building,
Chesapetke Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21:04.

i VOISR, G e ey, 'ORNGNR 0,

Martin M. Mrosinski

Gooomay, MEAGHER
ock

R Cunnes sTaeer
saLtmont. w4130t

W ;

Gooomin. MEaGHTR
& Evuen

'
it

HEWRY ¢ BUlcngR, IV, et al IN THE
Protestants-Appellants
CIRCUIT COURT FOR
SECURILTY MORTGAGE CORPORATION,

a body corporate BALT [MORE COUNIY
Intervenor

*
AT LAW
* Docket 9 Folio 268
File 4983
I0 T Al

The Protestants--Appellants, Henry C. Butcher, IV and
Elizabeth H. Putcher, his wife, by their attornsys Martin H.
Mrozinski and Francis J. Meagher and Goouman, Meagher and Enmoch,
Zor snswer to the Hotion to Dismiss Appeal say:

1. That the Protestants--Appellants are aggrieved parties
within the mesning of the Baltimore County Charter, Articla VI,
Section 604 and Article €6 B, Section 7 (J) of the Maryland Code.

2. That the Protestapts--Appellants admit that they are not
abutting property owners but allege that they wre aggrieved,
adjacent property owners whose legal rights bave been infringed.

3. Exception is taken to the Intervemor's interpretation of
whit may or w4y not constitute & specific interest or property
righ* or what conduct may or may not affect the Protestauts--
Appellants in & way special or different from that suffered by the
public generally s‘n:e the issue is resolvable on a casa by case
basis.

4. Testimony, to the int.
the Intervenor, has established that the Protestants--Appellants
personil and/or property rights are specifically and adversely

affecten by the Board's action in scquiesing in the proposed new

placed on it by

zoning classification.

Security
BALTIMORE COUNTY
S AT LAY

Hisc. Docket No. 9
Henry C. Butcher, IV, et al.,
Protestante=-Appellacze

Folioc Ne, 765

Flle No, 4983

Please anter the appearance of MICHAEL J, DAUSCH, III,

or the Protestants-Appellancs in the above

a8 co-ccungel

entitled

Co-Attcemey for Protestants-Appellants
6741 Glankirk Road
Baiiimore, Maryland

21239
Phome: §28-0923

I HEREBY CERTLFY that a copy of the aforegoing NOTICE OF
was mailad il 20th day of February, 1973 to

. Cook, Esquire aund Richard C, Murray, Esquire, Mercantile-
Tpweon Bullding, Towcon, Maryland 21204, Attormeys for the
Petitioner; Martin ¥, Arozinski, Esquire azd Francis J. gher
Esquire, L1l N. Charles Street, Raltimore, Maryland 21I01;AND TO
baltimore County Board of Appeals, County Office Building,
Chesapeake Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21206,

Fichael J. Dausch, IIL

Co-Attorney for Protestancs-Appellants

GocoMAN. MEAGHER
&

arroas
e
e

Prusid

And for such other reasous that will be shown at asy hearing
hereon.

WHEREF(RE, having fully answered the Motion to Dismiss
Appeal, the Protestants--Appellants pesy that ths said Motion be
danied.

Goo.'van, ‘segher & Encch

111 A. Chirles Strest, 7th Fl1.

Baltimore, Maryland 21201

752==3666

Attorneys for Protestants--
Appellants

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ' ' day of March, 1973 a
©3py of the Zforegoing Answer to Motion to Dismiss Appesl wer
mailed to James H. Covk, Esquire and Richard C. Mirray, Esquire,
409 Washington Avenus, Towson, Maryland 21704, Attorneys for ths
Appelles  Michasl J. Dsusch, III, 6741 Glenkirk Road, Baltimors,

Y 21239, Co-A y for A

llants; and to

Baltimore Coumty Bosid of Appeals, County Office Building,
Che.'*psske Avemue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

T T 0
Martin M. Mrosinski

LAY

1CES

WHITEFORD, . .vLOR, PRESTON, TRIMBLE & JOHNSTON
LIFE BUILDING
CHARLES CENTER
HALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201
TO TOWSON OFICE

Juae B, 1972

Mr. John A. Slowik, Chairm.n
County Board of Appeals
County Office Building

111 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: File No. 72-200-R
Security Mortgage Corporation

Dear Mr. Slowik:

Please strike my appearanc torney for the
Glenmount Improvement Association in Jove captioned matter.
I am advised that Michael J. Dausch, Attorney tor the Glendale
Improvement Assnciailon, will
in this case.

May I request that future notices on hehalf of
slenmount Improvement Association be directed to Mr. H. N. Aviles,
. Glenmount Improvemer: Association, 1238 Knightswood
roan, bBaltimere, Maryland 21239.

Thanking you for your asuistance in this matter, I am,

very truly yours,

Ernest C. Trimble

ect'mb

FEB -4 174

continue to cepresent the protestants

R



PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION 1 1N THE
gl et bl ' . IRCUIT COURT
comer
i . ' FOR
Diawict
: BALTIMORE COUNTY
Zoning Fils No. 72-200% ; AT LAW
Hensy C. Burcher, IV, stal, © Mix. DocketNe, [
oy 1 Follo No. 249
. FlleNe._ _ _4i%3
(IR N R B U I U T T O I B N I A

CERTIFICATE OF NOTICE

M, Clode:
Pursuact 1o the provisions of Ruls 11018 (4) of Hie Morylond Rules of Procedurs;

John A, lewik, Welter A, Ralter, Jr. and John A. Miller, constituting the County Board
of Appeals of Saltimors County, have giws ratice by mall of the filing of the Appeal to
the representative of avery party 1o the seocesding befors if;  namely, Jomes H. Cook,
Eaquire ond Richard C. Murvay, Emulei Marcantile-Towson Usiiding, Towsen, Marylond
21204, Atromeys for the Petitiors:, ond Martin &', Mroxinskl, Esquire ond Froncis J.
Msogher, Esquire, 111 N. Charles Street, Baltimors, Maryland 21201, and Michoal J.
Davach, Esquirs, 6741 Glenkirk Rood, Baltimore, Moryland 21239, Atterneys for the
Protestants, and N, Joseph L. Johnson, Vice President, The Fellewship Community

Association, Inc., 503 Forast Lane, Towson, Maryland 21204, and Mr. H. N. Aviles,
d Rood, Baltimore,

Prosident, o 1308
Maryland 21239, and Mr., Roland C. Wockenfuss, 4832 Gueens Fery Road, Baltimora,
Maryland 21239, Protestonts, o copy of which notice is attoched hereto and prayed that it
may be mads o port thereof.
mm'
County Board of Appeals of Baltimors County
County Office Bullding, Tewson, Md. 21204
494-3180
| heraby certify that a copy of the cferegaing Certificate of Netice has bean
mailed to Jomes H. Cook, Esquire and Richard C. Mumray, Esquire, Mercontile-Towson

RECLASS.FICATION

I RZ: PETITLOH FOR v IN THE
from D.t. 5.5 to B.L.
Goucher

Boulevard cutoff and FOR

Ce! Road -

SR . emons o
I Security Mortgage Corp.: AT LAW

Petitioner

] Misc. Doakat |:

Zoning File No. 72-200-R Folis No, 26
I =l ' Pile No. 4983
| Heary C. Butchar, 1V,

et al, '

ts-Appallants

| March 16, 1973
‘ Before: HONORABLE JON SSASON TURMBULL, Judge

Martia M, Mromineki, Bsquirs,
on behalf of the Protestants-Appellants.

Reported by:
| Faul G. Griffin
I offisial Court
In the Circuit Court for Baltimere County

Bullding, Towson, Marylond 21204, Attoreys for the Patitianer, and Martin M. Mrozinskl,
Esquive and Froncis J. Meogher, Esquire, 111 N, Charles Strest, Baltimors, Meryland
21201, ond Michoal J, Dousch, Esguire, 6741 Glenkirk Rood, Boltimore, Moryland 21235,
Attomeys for the Pretestans:, ond Mr. Joseph L. Johnson, Vice Prasldar:, The Fellowship
Community Amcclotion, Inc., 53 Forest Lone, Towson, Marylond 21204, ond Mr, H. N.
1238 Knightswood Road, Baltimers,

Aviles, President,
Maryland 21239, and Me, Roland C. Wockenfuss, ¢832 Guesns Ferry Road, Baltimore,

Maryland 21209, Protestonts, en this__ 22 day of Jenuary, 1973.

E31h 1. Elvenhort, Adminhirative Sacratory
County Board of Appaals of Baltimors County

ce: Zeoning
Plennirg = Mr, Ogle

Y

{Counsel mada argument to the cwurt.)

THE COURT: On statement of counsel I will
3 sign an order dismissing the appeal insofar as Towson Loch
1| Raven Community Counsel, Inc, is concerned. |

i I am not going to overrule the Court of Appeals,

8 I will let the Court of Appeals overrule itsslf. I will
! sign an order Alsmissing the appsal insofar as the

8 Appellants Myer, Sturgeon, Butler, Mucha and Terver are
cancerned.

oo Gentlemen, it is perfectly obvious that if amy

incresse in runoff is caused by ths fact that this classi-
12 fication is changed, if indeed it is chanced, it means

that from the will ba affected
" by 1e, ane that is, as 1 ses it, the chiaf and only resson |
2 for Mr. Butcher's protest; to wit, that he fears that the
L runoff will increase and do damage to his property.
w Actually thers is no evidence that I cnn find in
18 ;u-.:-ma.-amxunm, that the property of the
= Protestants, Mr. and Mrs. Butcher, would be depreciated
G in valvs by the proposs’ resoning, or that the Protestants
21

oould even see the subject property from their property.

—rers Y2 11 -

PETITION FOR 1
SW/corner v

Off and ( Oth District
age Corporation- =
ner BALTIMORE COUNTY

BEFORE THE ZONING '

COMMISSIONER OF
BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING ADVISORY COMMIVTEE

- R ([tem No, 6) Moverber B, 1971

Hr, George E. Gavrells, Director
OFFfce of Planning & Zoning
Room 301, Jeffarson Buf lding
Towson, Maryland 21204

ORDER FOR APPEAL

MR, CLERK REs Property Owner: Sec. ity Mortgage Corp,
tocatfon: W/S Goucher Blvd,, Int. Lach
Raves Blod,
Present Zonings 0,8, 5.5
Proposad Zoning: Reclass, ic 8.,
9th District  Sector: Central
. ok
Road. Baltimore, Maryland 21220 ;“:m“:l." o

Please eater an appeal in the above matter 1o the ¢ ounty Hoard

of Appeals on behalf of Secarity Mortgage Corporation, 805 Lunnerton

The following comments were comtled after a frely
investigation and an fn-office review waich will provide i
Planning Board and/or the petftionar with nertinent informition
of possible development problems,

S The subject property Is located on the west side of

toch Aavan A1vd, and Coucher B1vd. Tt fs currently an undeveloped
tract of Jand that Iies just to the east of the existing Glenmont
Apartments and the Glendale Commnity, There s a amal] stren
that flows through the western edge of this praopert. It appears
that & good portion of this property s a rasult of t11ing
operation, To the south of the subject site there altimore
County Fire Oepartment and Comunity Recreation Area, To the
east of the subfect site fs a cormercial complex known «s the
Loch Raven Plaza Shopping Center,

Petitioner

a
| HERERY CERTIFY, that on thia /4 ﬂ‘h_\ of May. 1072,

capy el the aforegoing Order for Appeal was mailed @ Erncst €, Trimble,

The plat doss rot fndicave the homes it front en
Queens :erry Rosd and back up to the proposed shopping canter ares.
Ihis property was also a subfect of the Planning Bosrd ard Counry
Councl1 fn the mp adeption process.

Esquire. 305 W, Peansylvania Ave. Towson, Maryland 21204, Michael J.
Dausch. Esyuire. 407 W. Pennsylvania Ave.. Towson Maryland, 21204

Very truly yours,
and Mr. Joseph L. Johnson, Vice- President of Tne Fellowship Community o &
F oieec) A AP

GLIVER L, WYERS, Chafrmsn

Axsociation, Inc.. 503 Forest Lane. Towson Maryland

J0Jr, 200

fames H. Cook

il st
/

3 | N ) il

i " —_—— —
: ‘ W, S0 SSAVARAGI WELO T INRN SneaRinkad n: veasy From (1 1 L Board's ordar and these decisions are dispositive of ihe
2 ; per curiam opinion of thy Court of Appeals in White vs. 2 |M“." S P ey
3 Maior Realty, Inc., 251 MA. 63 exactly as the Court of a | < e e b s bt 0 ST
4 | Appeals wrote it, with the exception that: I deiited the P PSR o1 - A R G i .
5 | words Central Avenus, Which is whers the White property 5 , inoressed runot to the pLic in geseral dowetresm from |
[ was lccated, 1If indesd the flow is inc-eased Mr. Butcher, 6 | G A s
7| belag four blooks avay./avarybody in kstwen w0 bordars ¥ e TR ok |
P om thin sucean vi3d b atfectady 1n8 cerataly they ooo- 5 | feals esmpelled ts follow the doaision of the Court of :
9 ‘ stitute the public generally. The Court of Appeals, again i 1 AR E i kel B et |
10 ‘ in Wnite vs. Major Reslty, Inc., says that, "Upon & timely 10 ‘ pERR o .
n | motion, the Circuit Court (Raine, J.) dismissed the appsal 1 Appeals, end gract the motion to dlsmise the sppest filed |
# l e e e 12| by Seary c. Butcher, Iv, and Elizadeth H, Butcher, his wife,
13| parties aggrieved by the Board's decislon as required by 15 |‘ oy R T ST
14 | guction 604 of the Baltimore County Charter. In our opinion u | ~ > -
15| seige xaine's ordsr dlsmissing the sppesl was cerreat. Our | %
18 decisions  Ls Lowghborouga Cop. v it
17 Soge., 213 Md, 239, 131 A.2u 461 (1957) and Lubay v. CEane. "
1| 240 MA. 160, 213 2,22 487 (1965) indicate that the Appellants i
19| 214 not establish the necessary sperial damage to their o
20 propecty {an sdverse effect dlfferunt than that suffered %
L by the public generally} to make them :sggrieved’ by the 2

|

CFR -4 974




BALTIMURE COUNTY, MARYLANU

INTER-OFFICE CURKESPONDENCE

: crobar 23
1o, Mr Ollver Myers October 22, 1971
FRow Mozt V. Bonmer

em 6 - Zo 80 Co re Me. - c e
sireer. 1ven Zoning Advisory Committre Meetine, October 21, 1971

f. Property Owner: Security Mortgage Gorp.
Locatlon: W/S Goucher Blvd., int. Loch
Kaven Boulevard
Present Zonin .k,
Proposed Zoning: Reclass. to B.
Districe:

Central
T 10,4

Metropolitan vater and sewer muss
site hefore butlding pernit [s approved.

be extended to the

Food Service Comments: Prior to constructi
and/or tnstallativn of equipment for this feod scrvic

renovation
facilicy,

complet and specificatlons must be submitted to the Division
of . Baltimore County Department of Wealth, for review
and appraval

Alr Pollution Comments: The bullding or bulldings on this

sfte may be subject to registration and compliance with the Maryland
State Health Ale Pollutfon Control Regulatfons. Additional infarma-
tion may be obtained from the Division of Alr Pollutfon, #altimore
County Department of Health.

Toer 7 ‘
S Sanltarian (1

Water and
BUREAU OF EN

tien
L HEALTH

HYB/KIr

T0: 5, Eric DiNenna, Zoning Commissioner DATE: October 26, 1§71

Attention: Kr. Myers

FROM: Fire Proventiin Buroau
Fire Department

G Tty
SUBJECT: Property Owner: . Gl

LOCKTIONY 1 &y cousher Mivd,, Int. Loch faven Hlve,

N A 6 zoning Agenda:  Oyele of October 71
(x) 1. Fire hydrants for the proposed oite (are required and) shell
be in accordance with Baltimore County S tandards.

The hydrants shall be located at intervala of 500 feot aleng
an approved road.

() 2. A szecond meana of access ia required for the site.
() 3. The dead-end condition shown at

xXcee: X ol £ pa- aen;

() k. The 2ite shall be made to corply with all sirliacls roquire-

ments of the Katisnal Fire Protoction issoc Standord
Ho, 101, " The Life Safety Code ", 1967 Editicn, lnd the Fire
Prevention Code prior to g-q;ﬂf t of operatl

(x) 5. The cowner shall comply with all applicablo requiresenis of the

Netional Fire Protection Association Standard Mo. 101, " The
Safety Code ", 19567 ECition, and the Fire Prevontion Code
whon construction plans are gubmitted for approval.

() 6, The Firo Department haa no comment on the pruposed site.

ng P
Fire Preventioly Bureau
Note: Above comments indicated with a check apply.

mo

FROM_ _ Richsrd B, Williams

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
360 wesr Pagsras STeccr
BALTIMORE Mo 21201

Movember 2, 1971

Hr. 5, Eric Divenna
Loning Comnissioner
County OFfice 8uilding
Towsan, Marylaxd 21204

11Es 6
Re? daltimore County Reclass.
cycle for the period of
October to April 172,
Central Section
Froperty Cwner: Security
Mor tgage Corp.
Locaticn: #/5 Goucher 81vd.
Int. Loch Raven 3145,
Present Zoningt 0.8, 5.5 (Route 542}
Proposed Zoningi Reclass. to d.l.
District: gtn Section:
Contral --- Ho. Acres: 10,6

Ate: Mr. U, L, Myers

Dear Hr. OiNeana:
The subject plan indicates that there should by no adverse
effects to the State Highway.

Very truly yours,

Cuar les Lee, Chief
Developaent Engineering

CLiJEMabk

by: John E. Heyer
As3t, Devalspment Engineer

BALTIL. ~RE COUNTY, MARYLANw
INTER-GFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Mra 5. Erfc DiNenna
g Commissioner_ ...

Project Planning Divlsion

SUBJECT.- . Zoning Adviory- Agenda-ltem 4&

Baltimore County Ruclastification Cycle for
the Pericd of Octobar ‘71 to April '72

Security lortgage Corp.
W/'S Goucher Blvd., int. Loch Raven Blvd.

This Office has reviewed the subject site plon and offers the following comments;

This office has been unoble to determine Tf this developer hos
made opplication to the DepartMent of Wate: Resources for o permit
10 relocate this streom.

BALTi..ORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Date. December 7, A971 ...

Oliver L. My
Ellswortb N, Jiver,. PaBa ...
ver 1971 - April 1972)

urity Yortgage Corp.
., int. Lech Raven Blvd.

)
5
2
5
2
a

w
ol

Present Zoning LR, 5.
Prepozed 2oming class, to Bula
District: 9th Sector: Central

Mo, Acres: 0.l

following comments are mipplemental to the commenin, dsted
October 21, 1971 and tranmmitted to your o“fice in regard to the subject
zoning Lt

Storm Drains:

Due to the flondine conditions experienced downstream from this property,

a8 a resm:lt of increased Storm water flows received from the upstream drain-
age ares; and oince it does not apresr to be econcuically feasible to provide
quate storm drainape improvements downstream, this office is investipating

to this praperty.

Preliminary studies indicate that & portiun of the
be required to afford sufficient ecapacity to retard storm water run-off.
Tharefors, a storm drainage reservation of consideratls size may be required
in connection With ths proposed developrent of this aits,

%‘[ﬁh\‘}#];“" P.E.

Chief, Bureau of Fngineering

ENDiEAM:RMD: 85

ce:  Dorwin Grire

BAL JORE COUNTY, MARYL...{D

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Cotober 1 71 - April 1972)
Cieurity Tarteage Corp,
u:hf'r &wd., int, Loch Ravan Blvd,

eclsss, to
oetor: Donteal

izhed in regard to the plat submittod
ning Advisory Cormittes in connaction

'.'r:e followlrg comments are fur
affice for review by tha
with il subjest ttem.

nprovnments, intore
y Adninistratl

lavard is a Stata
ances on this

therefore,
te subject to St

sae1ons and e
requivenents,

£ whien

curbed dividod roadua
val improvenents are r>z'|lrr"] at this time,

levard Cut-of

et

; Goucher

an existing liB-foot curbed street intors
11

as a
are required At this tire.

ey
the feasibility of constructing & retention pond npon the public land adjacent

fect property would

BAL11MORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

o
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPO\.DENCE

S, Eric Ditienna
10, Atir Oliver L. Myers Date.___Noverber 2
FROM:  ©. .+ ‘hard Moore
SUBSECT: 1120 6 = Cycle Zoning (1

Preperty Owner:  Security Mortgate Corp.

Goucher Blvd. int. Loch Raven Blvd.

Reclass. to B.L.

The subject petition was reviewed as Item 239 before the ZAC, Aprii
22, 1970, at which time the following commenl was made.

The <ubject petition is requesting a change from RS to BL of 10,4
acres. Tais should change trip density from 520 trips to 7800 Lrips.
Al tiaffic to che subject site from Loch Roven Soulevard must moke a lefi
turn from Goucher Boulevard cutoff into Colbury Road 21d a left turn into
the center. For the expected traffic volume, this should create some
copacity problems,

The cntrance to Goucher Boulevard cutoff must be redesigned so that
all entering traffic will be via o free right turn lane and a1l cxiting
traffic will be via a free right turn in a southerly direction.
additions! median openings on Goucher Boulevard cut off will be allowed.

Assistant Traific Engineer

CRH:ar

BT - Apr
tortime orp,

Datobar 21, 1571

Sedime

Control:

10 atabilg
ind pubil
o fere

Liding the at

1 sediment

lor to the

97
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TELEPHONE
494.2413

INVOICE Ne. 7404 ‘ E T INVOICE No. 74044 . ;Ez(‘l.;‘c":i lvolce Ne. 74046
- . {
BALTIT ORE COUNTY, MARY" \ND J BALT. IORE COUNTY, MARY AND BALTI OREECOI;:N';:Y, MARYCE\ND . i
| INAN oare V2473
OFFICE OF FINANCE oae L2413 | OFFICE OF FINANCE oare VY72 OFFIC P . |
Revemer iriv Recewne Disirion evoune Division
COURE HOUSE | ‘ COURT HOUSE freey SOURT AONRS it | o |
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 ~ o TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 ; e : County Board of Appes's |
ounty Soard of Appeals | To:
To: Goodman, Mesgher and Enoch | To: Mr. Williom Wood, President County Board of Appechs Zoning)
mN n-i-s-:d i) | mh‘mw' Inc. (Zenlng) Maagher and Enoch
= 111 N. Charles Strest
Daltimere, Md. 21201
! [ToTAL AMaUN e 21 . Deltiega, d. 21201 7:-...;0-:«"'-
il AL A, 4 WITH YOUR REMITTANCE Z
e 01712 asruan s roanon witu vovs apureincel $3.50 | o A o TR AL P e ot o von roun mecoms |~ Eout
S OEACK LG PERFORRTION ARG NEEK Ti1S SOMTioN PO YOUN AECONDS |~ CONT
% Coples of documents - File No. 72-200% $3.50 : . - -200-2 $5.50
| 1 7 poges & 50¢/page SW cor. Goucher Blvd. Cutoff Cost of copies of s from file - Cana Ne. 72
&) | mp vy gl g
SW cor. Gouchar Bivd. Cutolf
acurily Mortgoge Corp., Petitioner and Colbur, Roed
th District
; o 2
: | & | 4 | &
MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND IMPORTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND IMPORTANT: MAKE c"““;’-"?:‘-:]:::2:“;‘:;1:3;";; l:‘:g:—"‘"n
OFFICE OF FINANCE. REVENUE DIVISION . OFFICE OF FINANCE, REVENUE DIVISION MAIL TO QEEICE 9 JUSE. TOWSON v 212
MEIET COURTHOUSE, TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204 il MAIL-TO COURTHOUEE. TOWEGN, MARYLAND 51204 COURTHOUSE. TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
- ]
BALy AORE COUNTY, MARYLANG oM. 242 'MORE COUNTY, MARYLAND Ne. 15683 BALTIMORE -*.?umv. MARYLAND Mo. 3667 BALTIMORE "OUNTY, MARYLAND M. 7684
(GFFICK OF FINANCE - REVENUE DIVISION OFFi. . OF FINANCE - REVFNUE DIVISIOF OFFICE OF FIN. Ct  REVENUE DIVISION OFFICE OF FIN. . - REVENUL DIVISION
MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT MISCELLANEOUS CASH Riel MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT
snrw L AL A9 __Ac(ﬂuurL‘ oare____Maxch 9, 1872 cequqy 01-662 OATE _May 19, 1972 ACCOUNT __OLGg3 pave__ June 12, 1972 account D1-662
PrTITRL Los S Amount_$147,75 Auounr__70, 00 amount__$10.00
sisvas 5 as sution
T e T — warne - casmien LT veLtaw . cusramen e canuen e veLiow . cusramen i encv verLow - cusromen
essra/ Gook; Hudd, Hurrey & Howard Hessra, Cook, Mudd, Hurray & fovaza W6, 72300 H
105 Vashington ive. 409 Hashington Ave. o

Towson, Wd, 21204
vetition for Aaclagaifiestion for Security Mou - «ge Corp.
(colby Roadd at

R - Appeal costa -Frpperty of Security !mm;ﬂm‘:ﬁ: ST
Mortgage. Co., Towson, Md
Richard C. Murray, Esq. Footing of

1 7 cOL #72-200-R

Towson, Md. 20204
dvertising and gosting of proporty for Soc

yobty,
Mortgage Copr. - o
#72-200.

. 21200
an Appoal for Securlty Mortgage Corp.
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