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.."  PETITION'.'OR ZONING RE-CLA{SIFICATION
e AND/OR SPECIAL EXCEPIION  _, i%- %
TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

1, or we,.__Helen Bleakl, legal owner... of the property situate in Baltimore
County and which Is described In the description and plat attached hereto and made a part herect,
hereby petition (1) that the zoning status of the herein described property be re-classified, pursuant

fo the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, from an.. D R.3.5 ... ........ Tone to an
- Buli (bupiness_local). . _sone; for the following reasons:
1) In classifying the subject property DR 3.5, the Council committed

errors a8 set out in the attached exhibit which is incorporated by
reference herein; and
2.) Substantial changes have occurred in the nelghborhood 80 as to alter
its character since the property was so classified by the Council, as
set out in the attached exhibit which is incorporated by reference herein,

Ses attached description

and (2) for & Special Exception, under the sald Zouing Law and Zoning Regulations of Baltim
County, to use the herein described property, for. N.A.

Property Is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoving Regulations.

L or we; agres to pay expenses of shave raclassification and/or Special Ezception Mvnﬁ
posting, ele., upon filing of this petition, snd Larther agree to and are to be bound by the
segulations and restrictions of BaMimore Couniy adopted pursuant 1o the Zoning Law for Baltimore

}f4l§;,;¢_z;mfp?,

.o
Helen Bleakley

Legal Owner
_..3218 Fallstaff Road Address__ 11210 Road
| Baltimore, Maryland 21215 Md, 21138

i iBY!

Feplygiens

Zoning Com)
, 197 .3 that tho subject malter of this peion be advertised, as
the zoning Law of Baltimore County, In two newspapers of general circulation through-
€oiinty, that property be posted, and that Lie public hearing be had before the Zoning.
nl} Baltime~s County in Room 106, County Ofice Building in Towson, Baltimore
S Vel day of. Mexch . 197, at 1:00.0'clock
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It §s well-sottled law that the question on judichal review 1s

whether the decision of the County Board of Appeals was arbitrary and
discriminatory or fairly debatable, h v. Prines George's

Co,, 273 Md. 93, 101 (1974); Montyomery County v, Pleasants, 266 Md.
462, 465 (1972); and Prince George's County v. Meininger, 264 Md.

148, 152 {1972},

It is also well-established law that to sustain a

plecemeal change in zoning, such as the case here suggests, strong

evidence of mistake in the Comprehensive Zoning Map or evidence of

substantial change in the character of the nelghborhood must be produced.

Pattoy v, Board of County Commissionces, 271 Md. 352, 359 (1974);
Valenzia v. Zoning Board, 270 Md. 478, 483 (1973); and Trainar v. Lipchin,

269 Md. 667, 672 (1973). It is to be noted that the patition for reclassi-

fication in this case was filed over two years after the adoption of the

Comprehensive Zoning Map in 1971,

Without detalling all of the jacts in this case, the Court is of the

- opinion that the evidence presented before the Board of Appeals is of

such a character 50 as to justify the Board in ruling that the strong pre-

sumption of correctness in the 1971 Zonlng Map was overcome by error

and/or change. The record supports tha finding of the Board when it stated:

. . . The Petitioner has met his burden of

proving error and/or substantial change fa the
character of the nelghborhood that would warrant
the granting of his requested reclacsification of

the subject property from tho existing D.R. 3.5
zone to a B, L. zoning classification. The Hoard
will not further detail ite reasoning in this Opinion,
but would call one* s attintion to fts O n in
case No. 74-184-R. These cases, and the roasons
for the yranting of the rec lassifications, are similar
as the subjact property i mercly the small cutout
corner of the subject property described in Case
No. 74-184-R. Baltimore County Board of Appcals
Opinton, No. 74-184-R, Transeript, p,3.
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MANDATE

Court of Special Appeals of Maryland

No. 764 | September Term, 19 76

Edward Czawlytko et al A
ppeal from the Circuit r
Baltimore cmmw.“ fRintgon
iled: September 20, 1y76.
Kovember 23, 1976 - ord
its own m':ts.on, T

vs.

appendix or record extrac

:ziz?rlmn Limited Partnership
December 23, 1976 - Mandate fssued.

STATEMENT OF COSTS:
In Circuit Court:

Record 25.
Stenographer's Costs i
In Court of Special Appeals;
Filing Record on Appeal .
Phing er ERS 30.00
R::‘l;“ rglf-i:l- l'u.rAppellum & ‘ i " Hot Supplied

Portion of Record Extract — Appellant :
Printing Bricf for Cm:—Appelf:: P i

Frinting Brief for Appellee R ya S
FPortion of Record Extract — Apyelles . . . .
FPrinting Brief for Cross-Appetlant . , .

Kot Sapplied

STATE OF MARYLAND, lci: :

1 do hereby certify that thr foregoing i truly takes from the records and proceedings of the said

Couri of Special Appeals.

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand as Glerk and affixed

. the seal of the Court of Special Appeals, this twenty-third
of December AD, 19 76

(/5742;; & - rarn
rk of the Conrt of Special Appeals of Maryland,

Costs shown on this Mandate are to be seitled between counsel and NOT THROUGH THIS OFFJ.

FILEDCS 27 1976

day

CE.

R

upol

dismissing al fo

failure of eppellants brlef‘zg!:.nnl:;
t.

Page 3,

It is quite apparent that the Board took Into consiosration zcning changes
occurring within 1000 feet east and west of the subjact proparty. The
reclassification in P tition No, 73-44=R (Ungar Oldsmobile) from

D. R. 3.5 zoning 10 a B. R. classification occurred in 1973. On

Petition No, 73-50-R, also in 1973, 4 reclassificatica from the exis‘ing
D. R. 16 and D. R. 3.5 to a B. R. zone was additional evidence of change
postdating the 1971 Map,

The transcript also reveals evidence of physical change (street
widening and the addition of turning lanes on Reisterstown Road), the
effects of the reclassification on traffic, and the fact that no residential
development has taken place on Reisterstown Road for the past fifteen
years. The issue before the Board was a fairly debatable ore, and its
decision must be su‘smned, in light of the fact that this Court cannot
substitute its judgment for that of the Board.

For the reasons stated, it 1;&.19&3’? of June, 1976, by the
Circult Court for Baltimora County ORDERED that the Ordar of the
County Board of Appeals passed under date of October 31, 1975, reversing
the Zoning Commissioner and granting a reclassification sought in the
potition filed on bahalf of the Appsllee, Helan Dleakley, (Patitionar)

be and the same is hereby AFFIRMED, Appellants to pay the costs in

this Court.
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EDWARD CZAWLYTKO ET AL IR THE

Appellants COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

OF MARYLAND
No. 764
September Term, 1976

REIL

ET AL

LIMITED P. 83
Appellees

It appearing that on 1 November, 1976, a brief was
filed with the office of the Clerk of this Court in behalf of the
nppell:nnw which does not contain an appendix and/or printed
record extr-ct as required pursuant to Maryland Rule 1028 a.

It is therefore this 23.4 day of November,
1976, by the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland, on its own
motion, u'n.uaﬁzn. ‘that the captioned appeal be, and it is hereby, O
dismissed pursuant to Maryland Rule 1028 1. 1.

BEFORE |

|| RE: PETITIOL: FOR RECLASSIFICATION  : .

| from D.R. 3.5 10 B.L, S
| 5W comer Reisterstown Road : COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS | L

| and Featherbed Lane

Il 4th District t OF

|
Helen Bleakley, Petitioner |
| Harold N. Goldumith ond ’ BALTIMORE COUNY |
I Leanard Weinglass |
Contract Purchosers : No. 74-183-R |

| £ A

i QPINION

I This case romes before the Board on an appeal by the Petitioner from on
|| Order of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner which danied the requested reclamificotion from

i i
| the existing D.R, 3.5 to a B, L. clossification for the subject property. Same is located |

; in the Fourth Election District of Baltimore Counry, ot the southwest corner of Reisterstown

|| Road and Featherbed Lone .

|
| The subjuct property contains spproximately one (1) acre of land, and enjoys ‘ o
! |
:‘ about 132 feet of frentoge along the we:t side of Reisterstown Road and approximately 330 \

i; feet of frontage along the south side of Faatherbed Lone.  The other two sides of the

| subject property are bounded by the Iot lines of lands in the ownership of Reisterstown |
|
| Limited Partnership.

| haard by this Board and identified os case #74-184-R,

These lands are the subject of a petition for reclossification recently

A this point, the Board would

[{scte that these 1o cases ware, heard ane foliowlng tha other and, in foct, much of the

| testimany and evidence presented by the People's Counsel and the Protestants fn this
|| instance was Incorporated by reference from the testimony pressnted in case #74-184-R into

|| the subject case; i.e., cuse #74-183R.

It Petitioner's Exhibit 1 15 a plot plan of the subject property, and indicates
| thereon the proposed use. A parer of the Petitioner, Harold Goldurith, further e

| described in detai! for this Board the physical attributes of the subject property. Mr.

|
i; Smith roted that its topogrophy was o relatively general slops upword ond away from the
‘4 Reisterstown Road.

|

| Road, while the public sewer was approximately 2100 feet sast of same.

Mr. Smith noted that public water was availeble in the Reisterstown
This public

!
|| sewer consists of a fifteen inch intercaptor in the bed of Rooches Run. The proposed
I

HE CIRCUIT C

HE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION
from D. R. 3.5t0 B.L., 5\

corner Reisterstown ivad and & FOR

Featherbad Lane

4th District BALTIMORE COUNTY
+

HELEN BLEAKLEY, Potitioner Misc. No. 5500

HOWARD N, GOLDSMITH and
1EONARD WEINGLASS *
Coatract Purchasers

EDWARD CZAWLYTKO *
ARLINE E. CZAWLYTKO, his wife

JOHN E. EURICE and

RUTH M, EURICE, his wife .
GARY L. HALL and

MARY ELLEN HALL, His wife

Appellants
B T L T T T T T T e e
MEMORANDUM OFINION AND ORDER

On Octaber 15, 1973, Petitlon No. 74-183-R was filed with the

Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County. It concemned the

cation of & one acre tract of land lpcated at the southeast in!

of Featherbed Lane and Relsterstow.. Read, The Potitioner s
in the exlisting zoning from D. R. 3.5t aB. 1, zon=. The Zaning

Commissioner weiched the testimony and the facts pr

Petitioner and denied the reclassification on the grounds th

failed to overcome his burden of proving errer in the Com,
Zoning Map.

The County Board of Appaals reversed the Zoning Commissioner's

denial on October 31, 1975. The County and the Protestants filed aa

appeal to this Court on November 28, 1975 al 3 that tha declslon of
&
the Board was In crror.
Helen Bleakley - #74-183-R 2.

commarcial use at the suuject pioperty would use a private sewer disposal system at this

locatian until such time os public sewer was extended in o westerly direction toward the

Reisterstov n Roc and tha subject property . Mr, Smith noted the recent purchose by
the County of the narthwest corner of the Relsterstown Poad and Featherbed Lane, and also
called to the Board's attention zoning reclossifications in cose #73-44-R and case #73-50-R. |

David Mongan, a traffic expert, presented testimony on behalf of the |
Petitioner.  Air. Mongan discussed the existing traffic counts along the Reisterstown Rood, :
the copacity of this road, ond the levels of service that might be articipated -Juring peak
hour o3 compared to the lavels of service as they now exist, Mr. Mongen further dis~
cussed the existing ingresses and egresses alang the Reistersiown Rood, and deseribed for the
Boord the sight distcnces available ot *his locatic . Mr. Mongan summarized by numbers
traffic occidents along this portion of the Reisterstown Road.

Hugh Gelston, o recognized real estate expert, testified for the Petitioner
and in fover of the granting of this reclossilization. Mr. Gelston basically agreed with
the description of the neighborhood as prosented by Mr. Smith, and told the Board that same
is a general mix of zomm. -cial useages along the various frontoges of Reisterstown Road.
it wos his judgment that these frontages in this general location of the Reisterstown Road
were nat conducive or acceptable for low density residential development, and he noted
that no such low density residentiol development had tcken place along these particular
portions of the Reisterstown Road in the past twenty years. Mr. Gelston cited several
zoning cases that had been previously pointed out to the Board in this case and also In case
#74-184-R. It wos the conclusion of ivr. Gelston that there wos =rror by the Coun il
in March uf 1971 whe thay classified the property D.R. 3.5 and thai there were, in fact,
substantial chang « in character of the neighborhood to wairant grenting the reclossifi-
cation. Mr. Gelston noted that, in his judgment, the subject property should be zaned
B.L.orB.R Mr. Gelston noter: the recert purchase by Baltimore County of the north=
west corner of Reisterstown Rood and Feotherbed Lane for the proposed roadbed of Metro~
politan Boulevard.  He described how this much talked about, en agin off again proposal

of Metrapolitan Boulevard really stifled much of the potential cies in the general orea of
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| Halan Blaoklay - 174-183-8 3.

Mr, Gelston noted that, in his opinion, the use a3 proposed in this

|

|
‘ this proposal .
‘ instance would not be detrimental o thi surrounding property and, in faet, would probobly

| present a better averall we and oppearance than the axisting situation.
As mentioned before, the Fenple’'s Counsel desired the Board to incorporate
by the in this

Having just heard this case,

by reference all of their and the pr
instance, as presented to this Board in case f74-184-R.
{ the Board was satisfiad to 5o incorporate such testimony and evidence.  This, of course,

|
| included the comments in the file mace by C. Richord Moore, the Assistant Traffic Engineer

|| for Baltimore County, and the comments of the Planning Board as presanted 1o the Deputy
:! Zoning Commissioner concerning the subject petition. In addition, the some neighbor=
: hood witnesses took the stond - had previously testified In case #74-184-R,  Each asked
|i that his prior festimany as presented in said case be considerad by this Boord and in oddition,

| each noted several ather factors that they hod failed to mention to the Board in the first |

imstance.  In summary, their primary concerns centered upon the po' atial traffic that

|| the granting of this petition might create.
| ‘Without further detailing the testimony ond evidence presented in this cose,
|| suffice it 1o soy the Boord is saisfiad that the Petitioner has met his burden of proving error

|| and/ox subatantial change in the charactar of the 1 ighborhood that would warrant the

|| granting of his requested reclassification of the subject property from the existing D.R. 3.5 !
| z0me 10 0 B. L. zoning clossification.  The Eoard will nat furthe: detail its recsoning

| in this Opinion, but would call ane’s attention ta its Opiuian in cose #74-184-R.  These

|| cases, and the reasans for the granting of the reclassifications, ore similor os the subject
“ property is merely the small cutout corner of the subject property described in case /74~ I
184-R, A closer examination of Petitioner's Exhibit #1 in eoch cose will precisely locate |
euch property os they abut each other. In conclusion, it is the opinion of this Board

that the petition should be granted.

The Baltimore Counly Dupartment of Traffic Engincering made the

| following commant with regard to ializatica of the 's pro-

| perty: |

"Dug to a study conducted in the Northwest area earlier
this year, it was determined that the existing and proposed road
system is adequate only for existing Zoniag, assuming the entire |
road system can be buiit along with the mass transit and any trip
density increases, and there also be a downgrading of some other
properties to offset this increase. Therefore, the increasiog of
It the density proposed can oaly continue to aggrevate an already
serious traffic problem. "

The Petitioner did not offer any expert traffic testimony with regard to

|| the traffic problems referred to in the aforegoing comment.
|

I Therefore, IT 1S ORDERED by the Deputy Zening Commissioner of
|

)
Baltimore County, this 29f day of July, 1974, that the above requested

|| Reclassification be and the same is hereby DENIED, and that the above des-

cribed property or area be and the same is hereby continued as and to remain

|a DR, 3.5 Zone.

ol

 Deputy Zoning Cos
Baltimore County

o ®
Helen Bleoklay - #74-183-0 4.

ORDER

|
I
| 4
|
I
For the reasons set forth in the aforegoing Opinion, it is this__31st day { 5
of Octob: +, 1975, by the County Board of Appeals, ORDERED +hat the reclossification r
petitioned for, be ‘and the same is Fersby GRAMTFD,
Any appeal from this decision must be in accordance with Rules B=1 to

812 of Maryland Rules of Procedure .

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

F_ER COl Y.
3 c LASSIFYING

_THE SUBJECT PROPERTY

—D.R.3.5

The Petitioner states that the Baltimore County Council
committed at the very l=ast the following errors and very probably

additioral errors in classifying the subject property D R.3.5

1.) That this properly is located directly on Reisterstown
Road and this small parcel cannot be developed property at a density
of D.R.3.5,

2,) That the northwest corner is classified B.L., and
this property siiould have been included in the B.L. zone.

3.} That there is a need for additional commercially zoned
land along Reisterstown Road in this urea, and it was error for the
Baltimore County Council to overlook this need, and to not place the
subject tract in a commercial 2 'ne, such as B, L.

4.)  That the property directly opposite this tract across
Reisterstown Road is zoned D. R. 16 and intensively developed, and a
density of D.R. 3.5 i8 completely inappropriate on such a heavily traveled
road directly confrenting comm ercial and high density residential zones,

5.) For such other and further errors as shall e brought

out at the time of {1« hearing hereon,

CHANGES IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD
‘The foilowing changes have altered the fundamental character
of this area:
1.) A ten acre tract a short distance to the south was recently
reclassified from D.R.16 to B.R. in Case No. 73-50-R

; and a five acre

Road was

tract a short distance to the north on Rel
from D.R.3,5and B.L. to B.R in Case No. 73-44-R . Both of

these cases are indicative of area change and additional land and facilities

a.

R RECEIVED FOR F

OR&"

PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION  :
| SW/corner of Reisterstown Road nnd
| Featherbad Lane - 4th District 3
| Helen G. Bloakley - Petitioner
|

BEFORE THE
DEPUTY ZONING
NO. 74-183-R (Item No. 30) : COMMISSIONER
i QF
: BALTIMORE COUNTY

11 {1 i fiz 1 1y |

This Petition represents a request for a Reclassification from a
D.R.3.5 Zone to a B, L. Zone for a one acte tract of land located an the
southeast corner of Featherbed Lane and Reisterstown Road, in the Fourth

|

Election District of Baltimore County. |

| Testifying on behalf of the request was Mr. Harold N. Goldsmith, |

|| who was Contract Furchases at the time ine request was made but has

|| since purchased the property in foe from Helen G. Bleakley; Mr. Richard
|

|
Il L. Smith, a civil engineer with the firm of MCA; and Mr. Hugh E. Gelston,

| a real estate broker and appraiser with many years experience in Baltimore

County,

Il The property is proposed to be developed with a one story retail

ing containing seventy-five hundred square feet and an adjoining or
supporting parking ares  The site will be traversed by the proposed

||
| Metropolitan houlevard, but the developer does not expect to have access
i

Metropolitan water is available to the site, however, sewer lines

“lmust be extended a distance of approximately two thousand fo~t. Said ex-

proxi 1y One Hund-=ed Th 4 Dollars, Fifty

Dollars per front foot provided it stays within the right-of-way of Walnut

i | Avenue.

mercial building with a septic system until such time as the sewer line

For this reason, the Petitioner proposes to scrvice his com-

|| has been extended to Reisterstown Road.

needed for commercial use along this stretch of Relsterstown Roud,
2.) This need for additional commercial land along

R Road was reinf

d by an ‘ncrease in density from
D, R.3.5t0 D.R.10.5 on a large nearby tract on the opposite side
of Reisterstown Road in Case Number 72-73-R.

3.) The Northwest Expressway which is to be an area
reality will pass very near this tract, and Featherbed Lane is
likely to serve as an interchange point - an asset to commercial
usage of this tract but a detriment to a use of this parcel as
presently zoned,

4.)  For such other and further chunges as shall be dis-
closed by a minute study of the area, to be brought out at the time of
the hearing hereon,

Respectfully submitted,
o

7

:
foscal Fotleor
/rﬁj—, s D Nolan

“Attorney for the Petidoners

JDN:ak

CEIVED FOR FN.INS

‘QREER N

L] &

The Petitivner's real estate expert pointed out that, by and la

the majority of all available commercially zoned properties in the area
|| have been or are being developed. lie felt that che map was in error in

| not providiag additional commercially zoned areas ta meet the needs for

retail outlets to serve the residents.

He also pointed out that there have

|| been no new single family residences coastructed cn properties fronting

sterstown

Reisterstown Road between the Baltimore County Beltway and R
proper within the past fifteen years. He felt that the Planners had not
|| takea this into consideration and that the property in question was no langer
suived for residential purposes but was idenlly situated to serve the com-
mercial needs of the area.
Without reviewing the evidence in detail but based on all evidence
submitted, including the Memerandum filed by the Petitioner's attorney, it

is the opinion of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner that the Petitioner has

not met his burden of proviog that the Camprehensive Zening Map is in
error.  The fact that no new homes have been built on the residentially
zoned frontages along Reisterstown Road gives reason for thought as to
whether or not the highest and best use of these propertics have been esta-
blished. However, one cannot averlook the fact that a ten acre commercially
zoned tract, located approximately twelve huadred fect souts of the subject sita,

was reclassified ia the Third Zoning Cycle of 1972, and remains vacaat to this

day. It would appear that if a genuine need for retail shopping exists for the

residents of this immediate area, that this site that has lain vacant since the

(¥Fall of 1972, could fulfill those needs.

It any case, commercial use of the site appears to be premature for
severa' reasons: the site does not have sewer and would require the approval
and use of an in ground septic system: Metropolitan Boulevard and other future
|improvements to the road system are yet to be built aad can offer no relief for

traffic that would be generated by the subject site.

MATZ, CHILDS & ABSOCIATES, INC.
CONSULTING
ENGINEERS

1020 Cromwai Bridge Read, Baitimore, Maryland 21204 + Tel (301) B23-0800

DESCRIPTION

ONE ACRE PARCEL, SOUTHWEST SIDE OF REISTERSTOWN ROAD, AND

SOUTHEAST SIDE OF FEATHER BED LANE, BALTIMORE COUNTY,

MARYLAND,

THIS DESCRIPTION IS FOR "BL'' ZONING

Beginnuing for the same at the point of intersection of the southwest side

of Rei Road and the h side of Feath: Lasne, said point
being at the beginning of the land described in the deed from Sallic E. Jones
and others to Helen Gertrude Bleakley, datcd August 27, 1941 and recorded

among the Land Records of Baltimore County in Liber C.H.K. 1194 page 5,

runring thence binding on saijd Reisterstown Road, (1) S 427 30' E 132 feet,
thence on the outlines of said land, two courses: (2) 547 30' W 330 feet “nu
(3) N 42° 30' W 132 feet to said southeast side of Featherbed Lane, thence
binding thereon, (4) W47° 30' E 330 fect to the place of beginning.

Containing 1 acre of land.

J.0.4 73415 September 26, 1973



Balttmore Gounty, Bargland
Trepartment Of Publte Works
COUNTY OFFICE PUILDING
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
Burecan of Enginsering

ELLawOnTH K. DIVER. P, K. CHIET Oetober 17, 1973

ur, &, Bric Di¥enna
Zoring Commissioner
County Office Building
Towsan, ¥aryland 21204

Re: Ttem #30 (Octo™er 1973-April 197k - Cycle VI
Froperty Owner: Helen Bleak.
S/ of el Rd., & 3/E3 of ¥ Lane
Existing Zaning: D.E. 3.
Propuaed Zondngs Bale
No. of herest 1 Aore Distriot: lLth

Dear Mr, DiNenns:

bmitted to this office
following comments sre furnished in regard to the plot mul
for rz:e\l by '-hnF?.o:ﬂnn Adviscry Committes in connaction with the subject ites.

Hi

i

d 15 a State Road T , &1l dmp , 4
requirenonts ne they affsot the rad come under the jurisdiction

nnaurn‘o‘m"

entrances and drat

in the State

h land Highway Adminfstration, Any utility construction with

3§3'1 :ﬂs'hl-ot—wy \'duyu subject ts the standards, specifications and approval of the
Staze in addition to those of Baltimore County.

Metropolitan Coulsvard will be wxtended & as to traverse most of the road
frontuze of Feather~ed Lane for tris site.

1 E Soulevard which
Featharbad Lane will be tersinatad by the propossd Hetropolitan

11 have denied scoeas from Reisterstown Aced southwraterly at lsast 1,200 feets,
The intersaction of Metropoliten Boulsvard and Reisterstown fioad with the retun s
w411 also prevent Festherbed Lane {rom intersecting Aeistarstown Zoad ot this point,
Therefore; the sroposed entrance with Relsterstown Rasd will have to ba relocated
to the southeat,

Storm Drains:

5 pe: )
The Petitiorer must provide necessary drainase facilities (temporary or permansy
to prevent creating any muisances or lamages to adjscent propertiss, mopecially by the
concentration of surface waters. Correction of any problem which may Tesult, d.\-];n
fmproper grading or fmproper installrtion of drainage fasilitiss, would be the fu
responaibility of the Petitioner,

Sedipent Controls
on could
lopment of Lhis property through stripping, grading and stsbilization cou
nzul‘:!:: o pedinant muuu:: Problan, damacing privats ard public holdines downotress
of the proparty. A grading permit is, thersfore, necessary for all grading, including
the strippine of top soil.

b e

|
I

BALTIMORE COUNTY

December 3, 1973

James D. Nolan, Esq.,
208 W. Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: Reclassificaticn Petition
Item 30 - 6th Zoning Cycle
Helen Bleakley - Petitioner

Dear Mr. Nolan:

The Zoning Advitory Committee has reviewed
the plans submitted with the above referenced

BRI ¢ petition and has made an on site field inspection

of the property. The following corments are a

result of this review and inspection.

These comments are not intended to indicate
the appropriateness of the zoning action requested,
LA 5 but to assure that all parties are made aware of
it T plans or problems with regard to the development
plans that may have a bearing on this case.
DEVEL ot Director of Planuing may file a written report with
the Zoning issi with ions
as to the appropriateness of the requested zoning.

The subject property is located on the

th corner of

ioad, in the 4th District of Baltimore County. This
property, which is zoned 3.5, and consists of

one acre of land is requesting a Reclassification
to Business Local fo:

G ADVISORY CUMMITTEE

Lane and Reisterstown

T & one-story retail store. This
property lies directly northeast of another property
which i rd in

Since this property falls within tha Gwynns
Falls drainage area, I am requiring that the
estimated maximum day and peak hour water use
with its g factors
be indicated on the revised site plan.

Item 30 (October 1973-april 197k - Cyole ¥I)
Property Owner: Helen Nlsakley

Page
October 17, 1573

Water:

Fublic water service exists within Reisterstown Road.

a1y Sewer:

te made availabla with the aporopriate offsits extension and easemsnts.

Vory truly yours,

Do
J%znu;:_ﬁ;
LISWCRTH N, DIVER, P.E,

Ghief, buresu of Bngineering

& to be hea this Crcle (Item 29) and
lies directly £ the itan
Boulevard,

Public sanitary sewer exists to the northes.t approxisately 2,000 feet and can

b S

BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING ADVISORY COMMITTEE

COUNTY OFFICE BLIG
EF V. Chusapenke Avr.
Tawsas, Maryiand 1304

o

November 27, 1y73

R ity
JOMN J. pi.LoN, 10 - Pennsylvania Aven:
Thiiraen Towson, Maryland 21204

James D. Nolan, Esq.
Re: Item 30 - 6th Zoning Cycle
December 3, 1973

RE: ;:::-;uuuuu Petition
0 - 6th Zon 1s
Helen Bleakley - :::ngn:g

4 DEPARYMENT 0F
TRAFFIC ENGINEE RNG

STATE ROADS Coussion

This petition for Reclassification is accepted
for filing on the date of the enclosed filing
certificate. However, any revisions or corrections
to petitions, descriptions, or plats, as may have
been requested by this Committee, shall be submitted
to this office prior to Monday, Decamber 17, 1973
in order to allow time for final Committee review and
advertising. Failure to cowply may result in this
petition not being scheduled for a hearing. Notice of

hearing date and time, which will be betweem
“vrch 1, 1974 and April 15, 1974 will be forwarded

P
oo Bopimtlnss

PROJEET PLANNNG
BUILDIKG 6P 4k iuEnT
U o i

Dear Mr. Nolan:

The attached comm- § indica i
s 2 23t icate revised s -]
Plans are to be filed by Decembar 17, 1973,  8icce
1 pave bocn unable to forward comments as carly as
ould have liked, I am revising this date o

ZONING ArranrsTH Tiow

to you well in advance of the date and time. January 17, 1974
7 W
i -
’ truly yours, | 4 Ve truly 3199
frne
S Hen /"_,'/.(__/«/'»‘
// JOHN 4.7 DILLON, IR..cHiirma
// Zoning Advisory tom:‘neomﬂ
7
JIndr. :JD L £
: JIDJr. 13D
Enclosure
Enclosures
cc: MCA
1020 Cromwell Bridge Road ©ci MCA
Baltimore, Md. 21204 1020 Cromwell Bridge Road
Baltimore, Md. 21204
-
/ f 3 :

Maryland Department of Transporta1  *

State Highway Adminisiration

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

JEFFERSON BINLL NG TOWTON . MAMYLAND 21204

Marry AL b
iy A Hughes

Bernard M. Evans
A

DEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC ENGINEEKING

Euagne J ClLirrons. P.E WL T, Meczen

Octaber 5, 1971

Mr. S. Eric Di Nemna BE: Baltimore County

Zoning Commissioner Sixth Zoning Cycle, Oct, 1973

County Office Bullding Property wner: Helen Bleailey

Towson, Maryland 21204 location: 3. W./S of Reisterstown Hoad
(e 1) and S EofS of Featherbed lane
taisting Zoming: D, R, 3.5

Proposed Zoning: B, L.

District: L th

October 25, 197%

Attention: Mr, John J. Dillon

Hr, S. Erlc Difionna
County OFfico Building
Touson, Maryland 71204

Dear ¥r. Di Wanna:

Re: Item 3U - October 1972 tn April 1974 = Cycle Zoning VI
Property Owner: Helen 3. Bleakley

Southwest carner of Reisterstown Road and Featherbed Lane

Access into the subject sits would bave to be relocated at such

B.L, tise as fetropolitan Plvd, 1s constructed, therefore, it is recom-
District &

merded that an entrance in common witn tae adjacent property, ta

Dear Mr. DiNenna: the south, be established at this time. The adjacent prov -ty is

S included in the curreat cycle from De R. 3.5 to B, M.

Due to o study conducted in the Nocthwest area earlier this year,
it was determined thot the existing and proposed road system is adequate
only for existing Zoning, assu.ifng the entire road system can be built
along with the mass transit and ary trip density lncreases, and there
also be a downgrading of sema other properties o offset this increase
Therefore, the increasing of the density propesed can snly continue to
aggrevate an already serious traffic problem,

Access is subject to approval and permit from the State High=
vay Adainistration.

The 1972 average daily traffic on tnis section of Reisterse
towa Road is 22, 200 vehiclesw.

Very truly yours,

CLL A

Very truly yours,

CLimiAG
n Charles les, chief
€. Richaid Moors Bureau of Engineerirz Acces
Assistant Traffic Engineer 4 ey

By: J. Heyers

CRM/pk

P-0.Box 717/ 300 West Preaton S1. eet, Baltimore, Maryland 21203




¢ 1.
() 2.
¢ ) 3.
« ) a,
Xy s,
() 6.
LS I =
Reviewer;
nls
4/16/73

Mr. 8, Eric D1 Hema
Zoping Commissioner
County Offine Bulldl .
T:::n; *d. 212% locationt W/5 heinterstown Rd,

Advisory Attea's
mon with the adjacent property to the south wos not followed therefors,
the entrance must be located s az to provide a minimm of 5° tangent
distance from the property line, I

portion of the entrance wiil be inoréased, unles the parking arrangesent
s chanpeds
sits are in order.

Baltimore County Fire Department

J Austin Deitz
caln

Towson, Maryland 21204

Office of Planning and Zoning
Baltimore County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

Attention: Ilir. Jack Dillon, Chairman

Zoning Advisory Conmittee

Re: Property Owner: Helen Bleakley
Location: Sw/S of Reisterstown Pd. and SE/S of Featherbed Lane
Item lo. 20 Zoning Agenda Tuesday, October 2, 1973
Gentienmen:
Pursuant to your request, the referenced property has been surveyed
by this Jureau and the comm:nts below marked with an "X are applicable

and required to be corrected or incorporated into the final plans for
the property.

Fire hycrants for the referenced property are required and
shall be located at intervals o feet along an
approved road in accordance with Baltimore County Standards
as published by the Departmpent of Public Jorks.

A second means of vehicle access is required for the site.
The vehicle dead-end condition shown at

EXCIED; the maximun ALIGwed by the Fire Department.

The site shall be made to comply with all applicable parts
of the Fire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginning
of operations.

The buildings and structures existing or proposed on the
site shall comply with all applicable requirements of the
Hational Fire Protection Association Standard No, 101

The Life Safety Code", 1970 Edition prior to occupancy.
3ite plans are approved as drawn,

‘The Fire Prevention Bureau has no comments at this time,

A Wiome, H,  Iotet 2nd

Tanning Group  — | puty Chie.
3pecial Inspection Division Pire Prevention Bureau

Maryiand Department of Transportation BELT tione

Bemard M. Evans
Admamiree

State Highway Agminisiration

dan. 28, 1974

Rat Sixth Zoning Cyele
#30- Heviged Flan
Property “wner: Helen Sleakley

at 9/5 Featherbed lane

Dear Mr, Pifenna:

ine gubject plan reviesd Jan, 9, 197U, indicates that the Zoning
dati to entrance in com=

In 2o doing, the dog-leg in the interior

It mppear that extensive rovisions to the front portion of the

Yery truly yours,

Charles » Chiaf
Buroan of “npinoering Access Permits

9 L ritigpe.
By1 J. &, Reyers

cer  Hr. John L. Wisbley

CLiJ=Miag

P.0.Box 717/

———BaALTiMore County, MARYLAND

DeparTMENT OF HEALTH——

TOWSOM, MARYLAND 21204 October 19, 1973

Mr. 5. Eric DiNenna, Zoning Commissioner

Me. S. Eric DiNenna, Zoning Commissfoner g‘:ﬁ"mmmﬁ:ﬂiﬂn
Officu of Planning and Zoning ice lanning and Zoning
Baltimore County Office Building

County Office Building

Towson, Maryland 21204 Towson, Marylond 21204

DiNenna: Cear Mr. DiNenna:

Dear Mr.

omments on Reclassificatlon, Zoning Advisory Committee

Cy L
Nauting o OHEOREET2 P 0TS AFer dacEs1abot Comments on ltem #30 , VI Zoning Cycle, October 1973, 1o April 1974, are os follows:

Property Ownen Halen Bleakley

Locotion: $/W/S of Reisterstown Road and S/Es of Featharbed Lane
Existing Zoning: D.R.3.5

Proposed Zoning: B.L.

No. of Acres: 1 acre

District: 4

Property Owner: Helen Bleakley
Location: SW/S R
Presint Zoning:
Proposed Zoning:
No. Acres: 1.0

District: 4

& SE/S Featherbed La.

This office concurs with the comments of the State Highways Administration and the Balfimors

Metropolitan water is available to the site. Metropolitan County B of Engineering Insofor o the teod eligarmant and o veways

sever rust be extended to the site.

Very truly yours,

n ;
/J:f L. Wimbley '//

Planning Specialist 11
Project & stllcpmqn} Planning Division

Food ts: If a food service facility is
proposed, complete p. d specifications must be subaitted to
the Division of Food Protection, Baltimore County Department of
Health for roview and approval.

A moratorium was placed on new sever connections in the
Gwynns Falls Drainage in by Dr. Neil Solomon, Secretary of

Health and Mental Hygiene on Sept. 13,1973; therefore approval may
be withheld for this connection.

Very truly yours,

BB :mre BUREAU OF ENVIRORMENTAL SERVICES
A. Schuppert

BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING
SUITE 301 JEFFERSON BUILDING 105 WEST CHESAPEAKE AVENUE TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
AMEA COOK 301 FLAWMING ARSI HOMING sse-3081

Law orrices.

Cocok. Mubp, MURRAY & HowaRD
CANTILE - TOWSON BUILDING.
NG TN AVENL €
Towson, MaRYLAND ZIZ0O4 TELEPNONE B33 404
anea cooe 301

July 7, 1976

August 27, 1974

Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County
County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Petition of Helen
G. Bleakley
Southwest corner of
Reisterstown Road and
Featherbed Lane

No, 74-183-R

Leanard
Board of Appeals, Circuit timore County at
law, Misc. Docket No. 10, folio 152, File No. 5800

RTTENTICN: Mr. Eric Dinenna
Zoning Comissioner

Dear Mr. Com issioner:

Please note an appeal in the above entitled matt
on behalf of the petitioner to the County Board of Appell:‘:

Our check in the amount of $70.00 is enclosed.

<l c. ay
Attorney for Petitloner

RCM/njb
Enclosure

ZONING LEPARTMENT

BOARD OF EDUCATION
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

TOWSON, MARYLAND - 21204

Dates Octaber 18, 1573

Mr. 5. Eric Difienna
Zoning Commissicner

County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21200

Z.A.C, ®Cycle 6"

Ret Ttom
Proparty (wmer: Helen Bleakley
Locations /5 of Relsterstown B4, ard SE/S of Poatherbed Lane
Prasent Zoning: D.R. 3.5
Proposed Zonings B.L.

Dictrict: Lth
No. Acres: 1

Dear Mr. LiNerna:

The existing zoning could yield 2 elementary pupils, 1 junior, and | sentor
high pupil whila & changs to B.L. world not jield any pupils asd would not have
an effect on the administration of the nelghburhood schocls.

Very truly ygu

& bk i

WHE /1 W. Nick F
?1e1d Represen

Law Grrices of
Novaxw. PLUstnory & WiLniases
204 WesT Pernarivania Avenue

JAMES B B Towson. Manviano 21204 ames o0 a2
2 EARLE FLumnor reskmmon
a23-7850

August 30, 1974

The Eoacrable James B. Dyer
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
Office of Zoning Commissiocner
County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Zoning case of Helen G. Bleakley,
Petitioner No. 74-183-R (Item Ho,30)
legal owner, Harold N. Goldsmith,
contract purchaser, property located
at Reisterstown Road and Featherbed Lane.

Dear Mr. Dyer:

Confirming my recent telephone conversation with
your office, please be advised that our office is with-
drawing from this case and Mr. Richard Murray who has
noted an appeal will be representing the Petitioner and
contract purchaser fror this point forward.

Trusting that this letter is eatisfactory for
your records, I am

Sincerely,

James D. Nolan
Jpi/hl
ce: Richard C. Murray, Esquire
Cook, Mudd, Murray & Howard
409 Washingtor Avenue, 21204

Mr. Harold C. Goldsmith
3218 Fallstaff Road 21215




RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION : IN THE CIRCULY COURT
from D. R. 3.5 to B, L.,
5W corner Reisterstown Road and
Featherbed Lane, 4th District : FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

HELEN BLEAKLEY, Petitioner
HOWARD N. GOLDSMITH ar

LEONARD WEINGLASS
Contract Purchasers ] CASE §74-183-R

Misc. No. 5800

EDWARD CZAWLTKO

ARLINE E. CZAWLITKO, his wife 1
JOHN E. EURICE and

RUTH M. EURICE, his wife

GARY L. HALL and

MARY ELLEN HALL, his wife

Appellants H

Trrriziiiiiise

ORDER FOR APPEAL

Clerk:

Please note an appeal on behalf of Edward Czawlytko; Arline
E. Czawlytko, his wife; John E. Zurice; Ruth M. Eurice, his wife;
Gary L. Hall; and Mary Ellen Hall, his wife to the Court of
Special Appeals of ’larylaud from the decision of the Circuit

Court for Baltimore County under date of June 25, 1976.

HA-0 Lose
smlt.{/

Martin J.

143 Main Street
Reisterstown, MD 21136
833-1221

Attorney for Appellants

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing Order for
Appeal was mailed on this y3A(‘day of July, 1976 to Richard

€. Murray, Esquire, 409 Washinaton Avenus, Towson, Marvland

Martin J. Smith

21204, Attorney Io_z Petitioner.

Ged €yt
g fvln

Page 3.

1t is quite apparent that the Board took into conslderation zonirg changes
oceurring within 1000 feet east and west of the subiact reoperty. The
reclassification in Petition No, 73-44=R (Ungar Oldsmobile} iram

D. R. 3.5 zoning to a B, R. classification occurred In 1973, On

Patition No. 73-50-R, alse in 1973, a reclassification from the existing
D. R. 16 and D. R. 3.5 to a B. R. zone was additional evidance of change
postdating the 1971 Map.

The trenscript also reveals evidence of physical change (street
widening and the addition of turning lanes on Reisterstown Road), the
effacts of the reclassification on traffic, and the fact that no residential
development has taken place on Reisterstown Road for the past fifteen
yenars. The issue before the Board was a fairly debatable one, and its
decision must be sustained, in lght of the fact that this Court eannot
substitute its judgment for that of the Board.

For the reasons stated, it Ss‘lhit:;'ﬁ?yi of Juna, 1976, by the
2 Gircult Court for Baltimore County ORDERED that the Order of the
County Board of Appeals passed unlor date of October 31, 1575, reversing

the Zoning Commissioner and granting a reclassification sought in the

petition filed on behalf of the Appalloe, Helan leakley, (Potitionar)

be ond the same is hereby AFFIAMED, Appellants to pay the costs in

Jor w0t )
Tz J W /¢/

I /-(
‘Lrw._». 2549 AL A A A
7 e

B Julige Frank E. Clegfiz
/ e
A v

this Court.

RE: PETITION FOR
from DR, 3.5
Paisterstown fe

RECLASSIFIZ
o 8,L,, 5% com
huebed

I THE CIRCUIT COURT
FOR

BALTHAORE COUNTY

Mo, 74-182-R (RERERNES TS FEE

ORDER |

Mr, Clark:

Please .ote an oppeal 1o the Circuit Court for Laltimare County from

the Ordar of ths Counly Beard of Appecls of Baltimare County doted October 3,

1975, in the aboye entitled cows on hehal

Edword Crowlyiko and Arline £, Czawlytko, his wife
26 Fectherbed Luns
Cwings Mills, Mo land

ond
John E. Eurice a:df Ruli M. [urice, his wife
24 Featharbed Lons
Owings Mills, Hfaryland

ond
Gary L. Hall ond Mary Ellen Hall, his wifa
950 Shirley Menor Rond
Raisterstown, Maryinnd

all parties herein or J oggrieved by the tid decizion and Order,

| HEREBY CERTIFY that copy o
the Counly Board of Appeols for Baltis
g

wion, Mary
i day of
oshington Avenue, Towion,

A @ .Zc'_ﬂi‘h“

Law Orricen or

, Novrax, PLumuorr & WiLLiaxs
204 WEsT PENNSTLVANIA AVENUE

Towson, FARYLAND 21204

THOuAS 5 RENNER . March 12, 1974

The Honorable James E. Dyer
Deputy Commissioner
Office of Planning and Zoning
County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

Ro: Property owned by Baltimore County, Md. at
i Reis Road and

Featherbed Lane - concerning Sixth Cycle,
Item 30, Petition of Helen Bleakley (Harold

ch, and present owner)
Case No. 74-183-R, and Item 31, Petition of
Warren Klawans, Case No. 74-182-RA

Dear Commissioner Dyer:

As I am sure you will recall there wis testimeny in both
of the above cases during the hearing on March 4, to the effect
that Baltimore County is the owner of a property at the north-
v--tlm{n": of Rei Road and
mately 1 acre in area, which is zoned B.L. 1In this regard
please find enclosed herewith two xerox copies, one ::gba in-
cluded in each case, of a Deed dated November 3, 1970, from
Albert Landay to Baltimore County, which Deed is recorded among
the Land Records of Baltimore County in Liber 5147, folio 63.
It is our belief that this property was acquirel by the County
in connection with future plans for the constructicn of Metro-
politan Boulevard. According to my notes, in both of these
cases, this Deed {s Exhibit 5.

Thanking you for your attention to this Exhibit, I am

Sincerely yours,

Jo/hl 1
Enclosures Ll #
©c: Mr. Warren Klawans 4

Mr. Harold N. Goldsmith

>
by tamng 0. 53/6r ang
o

/@J“f'

RE; PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION 1" THE CIRCUIT COURT
from D, R. 3.5 to B.L., SW
corner Relsterstown Road and * FOR
Featherbed Lane
4th District BALTIMORE COUNTY

*

HELEN BLEAKLEY, Fetitioner Misc. lo. 5800
HOWARD N. GOLDSMITH and
LEONARD WEINGLASS £
Cantract Purch2sers CASE #74-183R
EDWARD CZAWLYTEO *

ARLINE E. CZAWILYTKO, his wife

JOHHN E. EURICE and

RUTH M. EURICE, his wife *
GARY L. HALL and

MARY ELLEN HALL, His wife

Appellants 4
B R T T T R e T e )
MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORD
On October 15, 1973, Petition No. 74-183-R was filed with the
Zoning Commissloner of Baltimore County. It concerned the reclassifi-

jection

cation of * one acro tract of land lpcated at the southeast In
of Featherbed lane and Rezisterstown Road. The Potitioner sseks a change
in the existing zon!ng from D. R. 3.5 toaB. L. zone. Tha Zoning
Commissioner weighad the testimony and the facts presanted by the
Petitioner and denfed the reclassification on the grounds that the Petitioner
falled to overcome his burden of proving error In the Comprahensive

Zoning Map.
The County Board of Appeals reversed the Zontng Commissioner's

denial on October 31, 1975, The County and the Protestants fited an

appeal to this Court on November £8, 1975 alleqing that the Lsian of

the Board was In error. Y

badng1s thes Fourtic

| sunarys 255
af Bt marwi Courty i Libesg 07
CharLams ¥y 5trewt g anc wited Lo fowa:
vvervalyd oot emid v

Ry
ortin S dagresas S8 winatast Ea 6 1T}, 15, Cyaki
JAL; L mores oe=

Page 2,

It is well-sottled Liw the

he quastion on |

whether the decision ol the County Board

discriminatory or falrly dobal

22 273 Md. 95, 101 (1974); M

gomery County v, Pl

462, 465 (1972); ond Prince G County v, 1,

ningec, 264 Md.

148, 153 (1972). It is also well-establizhed law that to su

plecemeal change in zoning, such as the case here suggests, strong

evidence of mistake in the Comprehansive Zoning Map or ev

of

fal change in the ch ter of the b must be produ

Pattey v, Board of County Commissioners, 271 Md, 352, 359 (1974);

Valenzia v. Zoning Board, 270 Md. 478, 483 (1973); and Tralner v. Lipchin

269 Md. 667, £72 (1973). It Is to be noted that the petition for reclassi-

fication In this cace was filed over two years alter the adogption of the

Gomprehensive Zoning Map in 1971,

Without detailing all of the jacts in this case, the Go s of thi

cpinion that the evidence presented before the Bsard of Appeals is of
such a character 50 as lo justify the Board in ruling that the strong pre-

sumption of comrectness in the 1571 Zonlng Map was overc:

and/or change, The

the finding of the Baard when it

+ « - The Petitionsr has mat his
Proving error and/or substantial
character of the

kurden of

zona toa B, L.

will not further deta
but v
case No. 7
for the gran

1l its

proparty is m
subject prop




NAW/hY - 3/4/74

DAW&Q

zouing will not bring any tratfic to the area. Also, the one
Road

and Featherbed Lane is owned by Baltimore County, and this one

Points of Error and Change Concerning:

acre of B.L. land at the corner of Rei

CORNER OF TORN ROAD AND
FEATHERBED LANE, SIXTH CYCLE, ITEM No. 30

acre property is not comparable to and is not replaced by other

July 29, 1974 D.R.3.5 zoning for this property was erronecus in 1971, najor commercial zones in the area.

and was then and is now confiscatory for the following reasons:

1. The subject l-acre property containi an old home

near the and of its useful life
James D. Nolan, Esquire #
204 Wes Pennsylvania Avenus
Towson, Maryland 21204

I. 3s zoted by the Planning Board, Metropolitan Boule-

wvazl, = Z22isf access major traffic carrier, is slated to run
RE! Patition for Reclassification
SW/:orner of Relsterstown Road and
Festherbed Lane - 4th District
Helen G. Bleakley - toner
NO. 74-183-R (Item No. 30)

szerty's nortn borde. under pressnt State and County
. 222 zmis prozerty will be in the southwest gquadrant nf the

itan Boulevard and Rai Road;

Dcar Mr. Nolan: 23 notef by the Plaining Board, sanitary sewer is ap-

1 have this dato passed my Order in the sbove captioned matter in prexizszaly 2,200 feet from the subject property and according

necandanch with the atix to an MI3 astizate, it would cost §$50.00 per lineal foot, or ap-

Very truly yours, A

L) =

proximzzal- §i00,000, o bring sewer to the property. This

sewer cost renders D.R.3.5 zoning or indeed any residential

zoning completely impractical, since developrent costs for the

rewer alone would be completely prohibitive far any residential
use of the property at any density through and including D.R.16,

much less the present D.R.3.5 zoaing. D.R.3.5 homes, apart-

ments, could not be kuilt with septic tanks and could not be

built here in view of the transitic - . zoniag reguirements of

the Zoning Regulations;
4. The only practical zoning for the subject property
is a commercial zoning, which is a logical use at the intcrsec-

tion of two major traffic carriers, and one acre of commurcial

& e
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74-/33-R

District.. Dt o Peing LT A, L9574
Posted for: A PFC#L
petitioner: ____[Hekent B Lenpcdey
Location of property: SO Catmen. o, Rmsrensmwu B, Aub
" FenTHeRBen  bAbe.
Location o sguee. S8L_ CoRbien ol Reistersiown [ Amh ..
Cenrnertes  Aan =

LM_..'.F .Ekékﬂ?f_, Data of m&fﬁ@rl.wmm

; iy 183 R ichard €, Murray, Eoatize
® [-Sién ® 74183-R i i ; cu;ounux u'An-dne-uau.u-m.n

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
ZOMING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towsen, Morylond

Distrct.. .# LT e ot pomsng. €55 1L, 1977
Postea tor: .. LETAVION For_ReedassiErcarion
pettioner; _ HEdin G [T Eatchey :
tmn-ﬂm..&'ﬁ:!fﬂf‘.;..@_ﬁ.ﬂ@'ﬁ"k‘7"0““’ el Ay Fepraezden.
lawe.
Location of Sigas: Swcer, oF ﬁ"lﬁﬂ’ft ST o, M Anb Ferrnersey

AL,

Remarks: (%5
Posted by J&mm)ﬂ&é’.&-« . Datasof m}&fz_.&i.,..’.?_z.i.._....

m documes ts -c-m. 74-183-R

s U ﬁﬁ-- nﬁt'gw.oc:m




INAL

ORI

.omcs OF

G} PIRT 1T S
RANDALLSTOWN, MD. 21133 pobruary 18 - 1974

THIS 1S TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement of
5. Erie Dinenna
Zening Comnissioner of Baltimore Gounty
sas inserted in THE COMMUNITY TINES, o woekly newspapes published
in Baltimore County, Marylond, once o woek for  one  xmsooosco:
weekd before the  18Ehday of Febe  16Th thar b 1o say, the sume

was inserted in the insued of Fobruary L, 1974,

STROMBERG PUBLICATIONS, Ine.

By... m W""‘“f"\»

CERTIFICATE gF PUBLICATION

TOWSON, MD.,....Pobraary 1 19.7h

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the ansexed sdvertisement was
publisked in THE JEFFERSONIAN, & weekly newspaper printed
and published in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., cwectxssch
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