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TO THE ZOXING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY: 7‘4 1
Relsterstown Limited

1 we,
County and which is described in the description and plat attached hereto and made a part hereal,
hereby petition (1) that the zoning status of the herein described property be re-classified, pursuant

to the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, from an...

1.

and (2) for a Special Exception, under the said Zoning Law and Zoning Regulations of Baltimore
County, to use the herein described property, for ...
ooty -t by esied cribed by Zoning Regulations.
Property is 1o be pusted and advertised as prescribes by
1, or we, agree Lo pay expenses of abuve re<lassification and/or Special Exception advertising.

posting, cte, upon Aling of tais pulitica, and further agree to and are to be bound by the zoning
ations and restric’ioqs of Balimore County sdopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore

PETITION F( 1 ZONING RE-CLASS ICATION
ANL/CR SPECIAL EXCEPTION

in origlnal zonlng and genuine change in condition

See attached description

—h

legal owner£. of the property situate in Baitimore

232 wee te an

.zone; for the fallowing Teasons:

o i

g

chun e
B M

(10 Bosley Avenue il

ROGHAPBY VAN CommAd30 of Raltimore County, this.... 15t

orT fg.?gt.ntn: o~
b red Yy the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, i two newspapers of general circulation throu

required

out Baltimore Gounty, that property be posted, and that the public hearing be had before the Zoning
Commissioner o Baltim:

ik
Baltimore County, this J’ day of August, 1974, that the herein re-

described prorerty or area be and the same is hereby continued as and t5 re-

main a D. R.3.5 Zone.

_.day

157 3, that the subject matter of this petition be advertised, as

ore County in Room 106, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore
ienenen 197 b at _23000'clock

lover)

"Due to a study conducted in the Northwest area earlier
this year, it was determined that the existing .“d ‘proposed
road system is adequate only for existing Zoning, assuming
the eatire road system can be built along with the mass tran-
sit and any trip density increascs, and there also be a down-
grading of some other properties to offset *his increase.
Therefore, the increasing of the density proposed can only
continue to aggrevate an already serious traffic problem. '

Therefcre, LT IS ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner of

quested Reclassification be and the same is hercby DENIED, and that the above

sioner of

Deputy Zoning Com:
Baltimore Couaty

BRGoKY & TURNRBSLL

RE: REISTERSTOWN ROAD and b BEFORE THE
FEATHERBED LANE
ZONING COMMISSIONER

»
(Propoued Metropolitan Boulevard) oF
* BALTIMORE CO
[ . . . . * [

PETITION FOR RE=CLASSIFICATION

Now gomes Re’sterstown Limlted Partnership, legal owners of

the above property, by Charles E. Brook. and Brooks & Turnbull,
1ts Attorneys, and for memorandum in support of Petition for Re- |

Clagsiflicatlon, says:
|

|
Reisterstown Road at its intersection with Featherbed Lane, which |

1. That the above captionzd property 1s locat=d on the

intersection 15 now indicated to be altered by the extenalon and ‘
development of the proposed Metropolitan Boulevard. That the |
fallure of the reapective zonlng authorltles of Baltimore County, !
Maryland, to recognize the obvious impact of this alteratlon la ‘
tantamount to error In original zoning, and from and as a result
thereof, the fallure of the appropriate zoning authorities to
recognize thls impending change does Justify the granting of re=-
classification of the subject property.

2. That numerous alteratlons and re-classifications within
the _.mediate viclnlty of the subject property since the adoption
of the maps on March 2l, 1971, does indeed constitute a change in
condition ‘n the immediate vicinity, which change justifies the
re-classiflication of the subject property, as per your Fetitloners'
request.

3. And, for sucr‘ other and further rellef as may be stated

in any hearing hereon.

7 3.
Brooks & Turnbull
610 Boaley Avenue
Towson, Mapyland 21204
296-2600
Attorneys for Petltloners

RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION

BEFORE !

SW/S Raistarstown Rood, 140 i COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS |
SE of Featherbed |
Ath District Y OF
Reisterstown Limited Partnarship
Petitioner s BALTIMORE COUNTY
Sanndrel of Maryland, Inc.
Contract Purchaar ] No. 74-184-R

LI e AR Yo R i S e

OPINION

This case comes befors the Board on an appeal by the Petitioner from o
dacision of the Deputy Zoning Cemmissioner which dener the requested reclansification for

the subject property from existing D.R. 3. to @ B.M. clrmsification.  The ,ubject prop=

erty contalns appraximately seven (7) ecres and s located in the Fourth Election District of |
Baltimors County, on the southwest side of Reisterstown Road oppraximataly 140 fest south= |
«cit of Featharbed Lane.  Petitionar's Exhibit #1 1s a plat of the subject proparty, and
Gutlines the bounds of sama ot is location southnwest of the comar of Featharbed Lans and
the Re'sterstown Rood. A propused right-of-way line for Metropelifan Boulevard i alio
Tndicoted on this exhibit.  The Pefitioner, iAurra,s Hoopar, told the Board of his desire o

comstruct o small neighborhood shopping center upon the subject property If his petiticn be

successful .

1. Strong Smith, a registered profeusional enginesr, prewnted the physical |

Mr. Smith indicated thot the subject prop= |

details of the subjsct property to this Board, I

|| arty would lote opproximataly 0.88 acres to the roodbed of Metropolitan Boulevora and [

|| paved to opproximately flfty fest in width with four lanes of traffic, and a planned fifth
|| lane for turning ot Richmor Avenue .

|| pated o lopse of perhaps o1 many o two and one half years might still remain upon this

| moratorium.

hance, the net acreage Involved vitimately would be opproximately 6.2 ocres,  Mr.
Smith described the Reisterstown Road along the frontage of the subject property as baing

This enginser indicated that public water is now in “
the Reisterstown Road and would be availobla to the subject property. Furthermare, he ‘
indicated that public sewsr wes not immediataly avoiloble o the subject property and, in |
foct, the subject property was within the Gwynns Folls sewer moratorium orea and ontici-

As to the construction of the much discussed Metropolitan Boulsvard, it
was Mr. Smith's opinion that the County still planned to build this roadwoy through the

LD FOR FEING

| <complately tokes the subject property aut of any proboble ‘vsy within its axisting D.R. 3.5

RE: PETITION FOR REGLASSIFICATION B
SW/S of Reisterstown Road, 140' SE

EFORE THE

of Featherbed Lane - dth District E DEPUTY ZONING
Reisterstown Limited Partnership
Petitioner b COMMiSSIONER
NO. 74-184-R {ltem No. 29}

3 OF

BALTIMORE COUNTY

This Petition represents a request for a Reclassifi;

ion ot & seven acre
tract of land from a D. R. 3.5 Zono to a B, M. Zone. The property in question
is situated at iis: southeast intorsection of Featherbed Lane and Reisterstown
Road, in the Fourth Election District of Baltimore Couaty.

Testimony was presented by Mr. Leonard Cohen, Contract Purchaser
and an experienced builder of medium deasity shopping centers in New Jersey,
Pennsylvania and New York; Mr. John Strong Smith, a registered professional
engineer and partner in the firm of Smith, Teacher and Associates; and Mr.
Lavid Horn, a real estate expert with many years experience with a major oil
company.

‘ In essency, the testimony as presented by the above experts attempted
to establish that the site was ideally situated for the proposed use at the inter-

section of R

Road and the ¢ Metropolitan Boulevard. They
felt that this as well as other large farm type homes and properties that exist
along Ruisterstown Road were no longer suited for residential purposes. In
pport of this coatention, they pointed out that no new residenti.l construction
had takan place along Reisterstown Road frontages in the lnst fifteen years.
i‘nu: existing commercially zoned parcels on this area of Reisterstorm Road,

“were described as cither being utilized or scheduled to Le developed, This

that the C

Lead to their Zoning Map was in error in

not praviding Iy zoned

or opportunities to

mect the needs of the area.

Reisterstown Limited Portnerhip = /74-184-R 2.

Il
subject property 1 soon s funds might become available.  He did note that in submitting

\ any plans for the subject propetiy, the owner is requined by the County to ploce the right=

| of-way line of Metropoliian Boulevard os now proposed on such plet of the subject proparty,

ond utilize the property only in such o way o ax not fo comtruct upon the proposed right=

| of-way line for said Metropolitan Boulsvord,

\ Stephen Peterson, o traffic enginesr, discussad the present and potentiol

_1 troffic along this portion of the Reistarstown Road.  As fo the Haffic problem thot the

| proposal in the subject imstance might create, Mr. Peterson noted that naw traffic genaration,

! in his judgment, wos the kay to the existing situdtion.  He stated that the plan called for

|| @ raletivaly small nelghborhoad centsr which, in his professional opinion, would genercis

|| convantance Faeilities, and accoeding to his post experiances same ore not enerators of

| little if any new troffic. Ha indicated that these sort of proposals are tantamount to

i new traffic but bilig fn and out at this location traific olready existing upon the given
|| Wighway.

|
| traffic conditions along Reisterstown Rood.

It was his judgment that this proposal would not materially change the

i; David Hom, a recl astcte expert, testified on behalf of the Petitioner and
|| described to the Board sevaral changes which, in his judgment, are substantiol and woold
I worrant the gronting of the requested reclassification. Amongst these changes, Mr.

Hor discussed the reclouification in cose #73-44-R (Ungor Olds) to a B.R. clamification
in 1973. In cose 173-50-R, a reclauification al:» in 1973 from existing D.R. 6 ond

D.R. 3.5 100 B.R. clasification, Mr. Horn did note that this property sti! remairs vacant
| and unimproved.
ploce along the Raisterstown Rood were alio evidence of changs,

Mr, Horn felt that the various widenings which have recently token
He felt that it was

wror in 1971 for the Council to zone this subjeet proparty D.R, 3.5, He noted that no

such housing has been built along the Reisterstown Road frontage for at least the past Fiftesn |

yeors.  Thies relatively arge aportme:t projects hove been developad within approxi-
matly six tenths of a mile from the subject property in the lost few years, and the canius

traet for the subject proparty indicatis o population of approximately 30,190 pecply.  In
discuiaing the on and off again plons for Metropoliton Boulevard, Mr. Harn felt that same

®

Without reviewing all the evidence in detail but based an all ovidence

preseated, together with o persaual on sile inspoction of the subjoct prope rty

and the general vicinity, itis the opinion of the Deputy Zening Co

fustonce
that the Petitioner has not overcome his burden of proviag crrar in the Core
prehensive Zoning Map.

Bal

e Gounty has purchased a parcel of land on the opposite side of

Featherbed Lane presumably for the purpose of p

ding a 1

of-way for

Met rop

an Boulevard.  How,

£, testimony could not extablish any future

completion date, or for that matter, a starting d

en though a large apartment camplex exista on the opposite side of

Reisterstowa RRoad and construction is underwa, for a rather lsfge astomobile
agency just north of tne subject property, the overall ares must be considered

semi-rural. The rural nature of the ar

v in erophasired by

e fact that Metro-
politan sewer lines have not yet boen extended 1o serve the arca and,

if zoned,

the property would be serviced by a private underground

disposal
system for an unknown period of Yme.
The fact that there have been no new single family residences constructed

on the residentially zoned (rontages of Relisterstown Road within th

past

fifteen years, does raise some questions as to whether or not the nroperty has
been plazod in its highest and best vse.  However, one ca averlook the
fact that a ten acre commorcially zoned tract, lacated appr by 1200 feet

| south of the subjoct site was reclassificd in the Third Zoning Cyele of 1972,

I

Mfnd reming vacant 1o this day. It would appear that if a genuine nerd for Fo-

cant since the

all of 1972,

ould fulfill those needs.

\A} il shopping existed for the residents of this immediate arca, that this site,

s
#hat has lain

There was no expert testimony with regasd to the serious traffic conditions
] s -
hat apparently exist in this area, The Balumere Courty Traffic Engineer's

comnienr regarding the reclassification of this property contained the following

statemen;

Reisterstown Limited Partnership - #74-184-R 3.

zoning clossification,
Two neighborhoad witnesses were presented by the People’s Counsel.  Cne

lived directly ocross Featherbed Lone from the subject property, and the o

ived less than
amile away and was the President of the Country 7Zlub Estote Improvement Assaciation, a
community (ocated about one mile from the subject prepesty . The Protestant who resides.
ot 26 Feutherbed Lane was mast concerned obour the impact upon traffic thot this proposal
might have.  Furthermore, this witness felt that there wos obseolutely no need for further
wommercia! development in and around this part of the Reisterstown Road.  On cress=
examination, the withess agreed that there had been no new house construction within o
mile north and south along the Reisterstown Road.  As to his fealings obout the proposed
Metropolitan Boulevard, he indicated that he would also strongly oppose this road comstruc=
tion.  Petitioner's Exhibit 1 would .ndicate that @ small portion of this Protestant’s
propecty might be scquired for the 1!ght-of-way of the proposed Metropolitan Boulevard.
Also, this plat shows that if this roodway would ba constructed, the Protestant's home would
be an the northwest side of said roadway and isolated fror the subject property by said

boulevard,

M. Hell, o community represent

ve, testified in opposition for primarily
the same reasons as the neighborhood protestant; .., traffic and lack of need. Cross=
examination reflected the fact that there were no voconcies in existing shopping centers in
the crea, and that the stores that hod closed opparently hod run their econamic life and
had sufferad oppreciobly from the'r smallness, both as to the improvement and as 1o the lof
size. This witness substantiolly agreed with the general lock of desirability for resi-
dential comstruction along this portion of the Reisterttown Road frontoges.,

The People's Coursel submitted for consideration by this Bourd the comments
of C. Richard Me -, Baltimore County Traffic Engineer, ond the Planning Board's recom-—
mei-datiens to the Zoning Commissioner cancerning this petition. Both of these comments
ore contained in the subject file. Mr, Moore's comment is similar to those submitied by
his office in almost all cose: long the mcjor arteries extending from the City Line into the =
County,  Frankly, neither this Boord nor the Department of Traffic seems te be ahle 1o

solve the ever increasing problems along these mojor arterial sp skes leading away from



Reistersiown Limited Parinership - #74-184-R 4.

Baltimore City,  Whether these problems should be cause or recson 1o deny all petitioned
reclessifications along these roadways is o major point of quandary for this Board,  We
suppose in an overall view of this crucial situation, the Board will have to very carefully

consider eoch ion in light of its burden upon traffic, and nopefully moke a best judg=

ment as to the given impact of each individual petition upon an admittedly serious hoffic
condition that exists clong practically all of these arerial highways in our Caunty.  Past
history ond experience seems to indicate that the traffic situations are handled on a crisis

basis;

«» that when the citizens have reached an intolerable point of annayance and
inconvenience, the Highway Departments seem to eventually toke portial mecsures to

minimize the already existing problems.  While there seems to be much forethought and

planning going into highway problems, frankly, nane of thase plons seem 1o be enocted until

1he sitvotion reoches o crisis. x

As 1o the commeni: of the Planning Board, frankly, the Board is not im=
pressed with some. In parogroph six of this report the Roard notes:  “The Planning
Board belisves that D.R. 3.5 zoning Is oppropriate here™. After carefully reviewing
the testimony and evidence presented in this case and viewing the subject property, the
Board seriously wonders about this comment by the Planning Board.  As ‘o the remainiig

portions of paragroph six in the Planning Board's comments, the testimony in this cose

indicates thot the northwest corner of Reisterstown Rood and Featherbed Lane, referrec a2 In

this comment as being "oppraximately one ocre of vacant commercial zoned land, * is
parcel of land purchased by Baltimora County for the roadbed of Metiopoliton Boulegord.
While the zoning maps carry this land as B.M., same in foc! has bean removed from the
rolls of patentiolly developable commercial londs in Baltimore County and is now in public
ownarship.
Without further detailing the testimony and evidence presantad in this

o irstonce, suffice it to say that the Boord is impressed with the petition. It is the judg-

ment of this Boord thot the D.R. 3.5 zoning ploced upen the map in March of 1971 is not

an appropriate classification for this site.  The Boord feels that theres sufficient evi=

dence of error ond/or change in the subject instance to warrant the requested reclossification.

There is uncontradicted testimony concerning the lock of low density residentiel use in this

NG ; &8

RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION : IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
from D.R. 3.5 to B.M. SW/S
Reisterstown Road, 1408 SE of
Featherbed Lane, 4th District : FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

REISTERSTOWN LIMITED
PARTNERSHIP, Petitioner -
SANNDREL OF MARYLAND, INC.,
Contract Purchaser

Misc. ¥o. 5801

3 CASE #74-184-R
EDWARD CZAWLYTKG and S e
ARLINE E. CZAWLYTKO, his wife
JOIN E. EURICE and
RUTH M. EURICE, his wife
GARY L. HALL and
MARY ELLEN HALL, his wife 3

°ppe.llan ts

trrrr sy 1111328

ORDER FOR APPEAL
Mr. Clerk:
" Please note an appeal on behalf of Edward Czawlytko; hrline
E, Czawlytko, his wife; John E. Eurice; Ruth M. Eurice, his wife;
Gary L. Hall: and Mary Ellen Hall, his wife to the Court of
Special Appeals of Maryland from the decision of the Circuit
. Court for Baltimore County under date of June 25, 1976.

) G

Martin J. smv.h/

143 Main Street
Reisterstown, MD 21136
833-1221

ttorney for Appellants

THIS IS TO CERTITY that a copy of the aforegoing Order for
Appeal was mailed on this 13."-Fday of July, 1976 to Charles
E. Brooks, Esquire, 610 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

Attorney for Petitioner. P

; AT L

artin 3. smief”

|| thought is unknown by this Board, however, this characterization of the gensral arsa will

Board fesls that the local naighborhood charaeter of this proposed commerciol location
| would be better if the type of i

i p - 174-184-R 5.

generol orea.  Thare is evidence of zoning changes through the patition process.  There
are many fadications of physicol change in the area since Moarch of 1971, and the Board

would nate that the Deputy Zoning Commissionar, in his Order, described this ganaral arsa

| o "sami-rural®,  Frankly, the Board would disagree with this thought expressed by the

 Deputy Zoning Commissioner.  What weight the Deputy Zoning Commissioner gove 1o this |

|| not be adopted by this Board,  Some measurable degree of urbanization is Slatantly

| omnipresant in this orea, ond o physical inspsction of this general ore makes same pain- |

! Fully obvicus,

“In sUmmary, the Boord fesls that the Petiticner has borne the burden of |

i proving that o reclassification in tha subject instonce is warranted. However, the

wos limited to o B.L.

clawification, und not the B,M, classification as prposed by the Petitioner . The

| Board strongly feals that thésevidance pressnted in this cos points more toward the validity |
of a B.L. clasification than that of the sought after B.M. clausifi~ation. For this

reoson, the Board will reclassify the subject property from its existing D.R. 3.5 zone to o
B.L. zoning classification.
_ORDER.
For the reasons set forth in the aforegoing Opinion, it is this_3lst  day
of October, 1975, by the County Board of Appeals, ORDERED that the subject propert;

he and the some is hereby reclossified from a D.R. 3.5 zone to o B.L. 2008 in lisu of the

requested B.M. zons.

RE: PEVITION FOR REG LAZSIFICATION IN THE CIRCUIT CO URT
from D.R. 3.5 to B.M. SW/S
Relsterste.wi Road, 1408 SE of FOR
Featherbed Lane, 4th Distrizt El
BALTIMORE COUNTY
REISTERSTOWN LIMITED PAR.NERSHIP
Patitioner - SAN NDREL OF MARYLAND, INC.
Contrict Purchaser

Misc. No: 5801

EDWARD CZAWLYTKO and

ARLINE E, CZAWLYTKO , his wife CASE #74-184-R
JOHN E, EURICE and

RUTH M. EURICE, his wifo

GARY L, HALL and

MARY ELLEN HALL, his wife

Appellants
A h R AR R AR AR TR AR R R AR N KA AR R AR N RN R R R KA

DUM O ION A

On October 15, 1973, Petition No. 74-184-R was filed with the

Zoning Ci of Balti County. It the

catlon of a seven "rre tract of land located at the southeast intersection
of Featherbed Lane and Relsters'qun Road. The Petitioner seeks a change
in the existing zoning from D.R. 3.5 to a B, M. Zone. The Zoning

C welghed the and the facts by the

Paotitioner and denied the reclassification on the grounds that the Petitioner
failed to overcome his burden of proving error In the Comprehensive
Zoning Map.

The County Eoard of Appeals reversed the Zoning Commissioner's
denlal on October 31, 1975, but the Bozrd felt constrained to grant a
reclassification only to the extent of a B. L. Zone in licu of the requestad

B.M, Zone. The County and the Protestants filed an appeal to this Court

on Novembor 28, 1975 alleging that the decisiof of the Beard was in error.

The Petitioner also lodged an appeal of the Board's refusal to reclassify thair
property to a B. M. Zone, but that appzal was dismlssed. Therefore, the
action of the Board in downshifting the Potltioner's requast froma B. L. to

a B. M. Zonz is not bafore this Gourt.

Reisterstown Limited Partnership - #74-184-R

Any appeal from this decision must be in accordance with Rules B-1 to 8-12

of Marylond Rules of Procedure.

COUNTY BCARD OF APPEALS
‘OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Page 2.
It is wall-settled law that the question on judicial review is

wiliether the decision of the County Board of Appeals was arbiirary and

y or fairly debatabla, I ion v, Princs George's

County., 273 Md. 93, 101 (1974); Montgomary Couaty v. Pleasants,

266 Md. 462, 465 (1972); and Prince George's Gounty v. Meininger,

264 Md. 148, 153 (1972), It is also well-established law that to
sustain a piecemeal change in zoning, such as the case here suggests,

strong evidence of mistake in the Comp-hensive Zoning Map or evidence

of change in the of the wust be

Pattey v. Board of County Ce 271 Md. 352, 359

(1974); Valenzia v. Zoning Board, 270 Md. 478, 483 (1973); and Troiner
¥. Lipchin, 269 Md. 667, 672 (1973). It is to be noted that the petition
for reclassification in this case was filed over lwo years after the
adoption of the Gomprehensive Zoning Map in 1971.
‘Without detailing all of thesfacts in this case, the Court is of
the opinion that the evidence aresented before the Board of Appeals Is of
such a character so as to justify the Board in ru'g that the strong
presumption of comrectness in the 1971 Zoning Map w/as overcome by error
and/or change. The record supports the finding of the Board when it
stated:
It is the judgment of this Board that the D. . 3.5
zoning placed upon the map in March of 1971 is no*
an appropriate classification for this sita. The
Board feels that there is sufficient avidence of emrer
and/or change in the subject {nstance to warrant
the requested reclassification. There Is uncontra=-
dicted testimony concerning the lack of low density
residential use in this gencra] area. There is
evidence of zoning changes through the patition

process. Baltimore County Board of Appaals,
Catnion, No. 74-184-R, Transcript, p. 4-5.

Q

°cl:lsjun must be sustalned, in i

RE: PETITION P07 RECLASSIFICATION i

g:g;. D.R. 3.5 to 5.K. .
steérstown Romd, 140° CIRGUTT cOUR

SE of Peatherbed Lane . CAROMET. CoumT
ith Diatrict ¥OR
Reisterstown Limited Partnership # )
Petitioner BALTIMORE COL
Sanndrel of Maryland, Inc. . S
Contract Purchaser AT LAW
No. T4-184-R . gt

MISCELLANEOUS

Docket No,:

ORDER _POR_APPE.

MA. CLERK:

Please notean Appeal to the C1rsult Court for Baltimore
County from the Opinion and Order of the Cousty Doard of Appeals
of Baltimore County dated Ootober 31, 1375 on behalf of the

Patitioner, Reiaterstown Limited Partnership.

A E. BROOKS =
Brooks & Turnbull
610 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
Phone: 296-2600

I HERESY CERTIFY That on this __ day of

., 1975,
@ copy of the aforegoing Order for Appeal was dellvered to the
County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County, Court House,

Towson, Maryland 21204,

Charles E. Srooks R

Page 3,

It i quite apparent that the Board took into conslderation zoain

occurring within 1000 feet east

reclass ition In Petition Mo, 73-44-R (Ungar Oldsmabile)
D. R. 3.5 zoning to a B. R. classification occurred in 1973, titlon
No. 73-50-R, also in 1973, a reclassitication from tha cxisting D. . 16

and D. R, 3.5t0a B, R, Zoi

ras cdditionsl

dating the 1971 Map,

The transcript also reveals cvidence of p! (strost

ical ehang

widening and the addition of turnlag lanes on cstown Road), tha

efiects of the reclassification on traffic, and the fae!

development has taken place on Reistertown Roa

years. The issue befare the Board was a [airly ¢

1t of the fact that this Coust

substitute its judgment for that of “he Board.

For the reasons stated, W 18 this 2.5 'ddy of June, 1576, by

Circuit Court for Baltis

County ORDERED that the O

Board of Appeals passed under date of October 31, 1975

Zoning Commiss ioner and grantie - & reclassifl

patition filed on behalf of the Appalles,

be and the same is horeby Al

Appallants to pay the costs in

this Court.

JLe h P
Date
7
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EDWARD CZAMLYTKO ET AL IN THE
Appellants COURT OF SPECIAL AE‘P!:ILB
v OF MARYLAND
REL LIMITED P P No. 764
R Appellees Yeptember Term, 1976

It appearing that on 1 November, 1976, a brief was
filed with the office of the Clerk of this Court in behalf of the
appellants which does not contain an appendiz and/or printed
xtract as required pursuant to Maryland Rule 1028 a.

Tt 1s therefore this _;E day of November,

1976, by the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland, on its own

record &

motion, OIRDERF_D, ‘that the captioned appeal be, and 1t is hereby,

dismissed pursuant to Maryland Rule 1028 1. 1.

DESCRIPTION OF 7.0 nr:ms ®
” O LAND, MORE OR IESS

REISTERSTONN ROAD AND

YBATHERESD LANE

1 10,1973 and

A 1 of two lots of land which by Deed duted Apri '

ig:d:i among the Land Records of Baltimore County in Libver EHK, Jr.
5349 page 894 wan conveycd by Carlyle Barton, TPes vurfonn repraien..
tative of the estate of Lauvra May Ayler, unto Relsterstown Limlte:
Partnership.

terstown Road, 140
INNING at a point in the Southwest side of Rels

g‘:t Southeast g?‘ the centerline of Featherbed Lane sald point beirg
also at the beginning of the first line of the rirst lot of the 4
1foremsntioned Doed; thence leaving said point and binding on a1l
first line, as ncw surveyed

(1)

(2)

(3)
)
(5)

{6

=

(1)

(9)
I (9

Soutis 43> -421-53" East-269,55 fest; thence binding on all
ol the sevond line of the first lot

? in the last
uth 45 -56'-30" West-764.28 feet to a point
-;):na nl‘sﬁhtsnccom 1ot of the uforementioned Deed, 107.22
feet from the beginning thereof; thence binding reversely
on part of said last 1ine and all of the third and second
1ines of the second lot the following three courses and
distances

South H2” -50'-02" East-107.22 feet
South #8° -141-00" West. B1.93 fect

i : t in the
North H3 -03'-13" West-507.79 leet to a poin
h:thensh side of Featherbed Lane; thence binding on
said Southeast side

Vorbh 46" -011-42" East- 82,50 feat; thence conmtinuing
to bind on sald Southeast side

o
h 46 -09'-kN" East-428,82 fest; thence binding on

zﬁtthe l‘if?lgl and the last lines of the rivst lot the

following two courses and distances

South h3° 45" -3c" East-132,00 fect

Worth 46° -011-24" East-330.20 fert to the point of
beginning

® L

DESCRIPTION OF 7.00 ACRES
OF LAYD, MORE OR LESS
REISTERSTOWN ROAD AND
FEATHEREED LANE

CONTAINING 7.00 Acres of land, more or less

SURTECT to any and all eanements of record

TOUETHER with the use 1n common of a 16 foot road way (See TK 2B7/121)

This description is for zoning purposes only and iz not Intended for
conveyancing of land

September 19,1973

BALTIMORE

with
to the appropriatene:

County. This

drainage area, I
-xlmdavu‘u!

Cu ry

ZONING ADVISORY

December 3, 1973

Charles E. Brooks, Esg.,
Brooks & Turnbull

! 610 Bosley Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: Reclassification Pe:itior
Item 29 - 6th Zoning Cycle
Red Limited

COMMITTEE

Petitioners
Dear Mr. Brooks:

1lhe Zoning Advisory Committee has reviewed the
plans submitted with the above referenced patition
and has made an on site field inspection of the
property. The following comments are a result of this
review and inspection.

These comments are not intended to indicate
the appi

ropriateness of the zoning action requested,
of

plans that may have a bearing on this casa.
birector of Planning file a written report

‘the Zoning Commissioner with recommendations as
©of the requested zoning.

The subject property is located on the southwest
side ~f Reisterstown Road, 140 feet moutheast of
Peat.erbed fane, in the dth District of mm;d.

on

] z
D.R, 3.5 is requesting a Reclass.fication to

Business Major on 7 acres of land for a proposed
lhn:giuq center. The Metropolitan Moulevard lies
on

northwesternmost side ox *his property. This

property also lies directly sou of another
Pproperty which is to be heard irn chis Cycle (Item 30).

Since this property is within the Gwynns Falls
iring that the estimated
peak hour water usa with its
conversion factors be indicated
4 also

corresponding sewerage
on the revised site plan. The plan shoul

(

Court of Special Appeals of Maryland

Ho. 764 | September Term, 19 77

Edward Czawlytko et al Aippeal fror the Clrewlt Court
Bultiror: County.

Pllea: =

ber 20, 1975,

November 3, 1978 - Order by Court, upon

its own motlon, dlsmitsing <ppeal for

rallure of appellant:

sppend oate i
R:isfvmmwn Linited Partnership O or rasand Etae.
et a

December 23, 1976 - Mandute jes

STATEMENT OF COSTS:
In Circuit Court:

Record
Stenographer's Costs

In Court of Special Appeals:

Filing Record on Appeal .

Printing Brief for Appellant SRR
Reply Brief . . ", | | |
Portion of Record Extract — Appellant
Printing Bricf for Cross-Appelice . .

e owow oy oW e 30

[+}
« + + « « . HNot Supplied

Printing Brief for Appellee . . . .
Portion of Record Extract — Appellee
Printing Brief for Cross-Appellant

<+ .+ . Kot Supplied

STATE OF MARY LAND, Set:
I da hereby certify that the

foreguing is truly taken from the records and proceedings of the said
Court of Special Appeals.

In testimony whereaf, I have hereunta set my hand as Clerh and affixed
the seal of the Court of Special Appeals, this wtienty-third  day
of December AD. 19 76

oz

W A i arad
rhoof the Courl of Special Ay peals of Maryland.

Costs shown on this Mandate are to be scitled between counsel and NOT THROUGH THIS OFFICE,
—_— L ISOFFICE,

FILEDZCC 271576

Charles E. Brooks, Esg.
Re: Item 29 - Gth Zoning Cycle
December 3, 1973

be revised to indicute Richmar Road
side of Reisterstown Road from this P
as well as reflecting the comments af
of Enginecering, State Highway Adminis
Project Planning Division.

n ths opposite
roperty

he Burzay
ation, and

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 rcguested by this Committee, shall
be submitted to this office prior to Monday,
December 17, 1373 in order to allow time for
final Committee review and advertising. Failure to
comply may result in this petition not being
scheduled for a hearing. Notice of the heariag
date and time, which will be between March 1, 1974
and April 13, 1974 will be forwarded to you well in
advance of the date and time.

Very, truly yours,

Z ; i

(Kl A
HN J° DILLON, JR,Chairman
Zonigh Advisory Gomi s

33p3r. :30

Enclosure

cc:Smith, Teacher & Associates

10324 3. Dolfield Road
Owings Mills, Md. 21117

to Include




TALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING ADVISORY COMMITTEE

COUNTY DFFICE DL November 27, 1973

LY. Chesapeake Ave.

Tewsan, Maryland 71704
s

Charles E. Brooks, Esq.,
Brooks & Tuenbull
Join 3. V;I.W. LS 610 ml‘f

fabmen Towson, Maryland 21204
WEMBERS RE: Peclassification Petition
Ttam 29 - Gth lﬂa Cysls
BUREAL OF Limit L
. ANGINEF ARG Patitioners

DEPARTHENT OF
TRAFFIC £ GIRERRING

STATE ROADS COmMSsIon
REAU OF
RVENTION

HEALTH DEPARTMENT Deur Hr. B rooks:

VROJECT PLANNING Tho attached comments indicate revised site
BULLDING DEPARTMENT plans are to be filed by December 17, 1973. Since

o I have been unable to forward comments as early as
BANDOPLACATION | T would have 1iked, I am revising this date to
zoxuie amanistaamiok | January 17, 1974.

INDUSTRIAL <
DEVELOPUT T Veyy truly yours,
; ;
:r/ﬂ‘f o /‘://é /
/:mlm 9/ DILLON, JR.,GKairman
zmm;_q Mdvisory C
JIDIr. 13D
Enclosures
cc: Smith, Teacher & Associates
10324 8, nolfiald Road
Owings Mills, Md. 21117
. = T

State Highway Admi

October 9, 1973

Mr, S, Eric Di Neona RE: Baltimore Co

Zoning Comdasioner
c.,..’::.; Office Build
Towson, Maryl

Atteation: Mr, John J. Dillon
Proposed Zonings B. H.

District: b th

Dear Fr. Di Nenna:

1 site into Reisterstown Road
istance due to the vertical
south. The situation could be al=

stapdard moi
'J:'ﬁf":'lﬁthsﬁ ;td&h. An alternative would be an entrance in

1t pro=
with the adjacent. properiy to the north. The adjacen
;:.r::ll.a uclud.:”l!l the current cyels from D, 8, 3.5 to B, L.
plan must indicate concrete curd along the frontage and

uqn:h'.;- pmp:m Right of Way lins or parking set-back lins.
The plan should bo revised prior to the hearing.

The encrance will be subject to approval and permit from the
Stato Highway Adsinistration.

The 1972 average daily traffic count on this section of Reigt-
erstown Road is 22,200 Venicles.

Very truly yocurs,

CL1JEM:AG Charles lee, chief

f'(" g
By: Ju E. Heyers

ltimare, Maryland 21203

P.0.Box 717 | 300 West Pr

Hary L. Hughes

Bemard W Evans.
Al

s, Oct. 1913

5 Zow .

ety butar Hetatarstovn Linttod
P

artnershi]
i Locationt p!l. Wo/S of Relsterstown
Read, (RtelkO) 1L0 ft. S. Ey of
Featherbed

Existing Zoning: D. R. 3.3

Bureau of Enginsering Access Permits

Bulttmors Gounty, Marpland
Brpartment ©Ff Public Works
© UNTY OFFICE BUILDING
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
Barase of Buginscring
ELLSWORTH M. DIVER. B, K. Enigr October 15, 1973
Mr, 5, Eric Di¥enna
Zoning Commissioner
County Office Buflding
Towson, Maryland 2120k

Re: Item #29 (October 1973-April 197k - Cycls VI)
Froperty Owner: Feisterstown Limited Partnership
5/WS of Relsterstown Rd., WG! S/ of Festharbed Lans
Existing Zoning: D.R. 3.5
Proposad Zoning: B.M.

No, of Acres; 7 Acres District: Lth

Dear Mr, DiNenna:

The following comments are furndihed in Tegard to the plat submitted to thia office
for review by the Zoning Advisery Committes in connectisn with the subjsct item.

Hghvays:

Aeisterstown Road is a State Road; , 811 imp: 1
enteances and drainape requirements as they affsct the road come under the jurisdiction
of the Maryland Highwry Acwluistration. Auy utility construction within tha State
Hoad righte=:/-wsy «iil bs subject to the staundards, specifications and approval of
the State in addition to those of Paltimors County.

The proposed “etropolitan Boulsvard will terminate Featherbed Lane in this ares.
Access will ba denied on Hetropoliisn Houl L m Faa

approximately 1,770 feet, Therefare, the means of ingress for this site will come
fram Reisterstown %oad.

Storm Drains;

The Petitioner must provide necesssry drainsge facilities (temporary or parmanent)
 prevent creating sny nuisances or damapes to ndjacant properties, especially by the
concentrationof surface waters. Correction of any problem which may result, due to
improper grading or improper installation of drainsge facilities, would be the full
responaibility of tho Petitioner.

Sediment Controli

Developmant of this property through stripping, grading and stabdilization could
meult in a sediment rollution problom, dasaging private and public holdings downstroam
of the property. A grading permit is, therefore, necessary for sll grading, including
the stripving of top soil.

Baltimore County Fire Department
4 Austin Deitz
Chial

Towson. Marylanc 21204

Or=n

0ffice of Planning and Zoning
Baltimore County Office Building
Towson, Haryland 21204

Attention: lir, Jack Dillon, Chairman
Zoning Advisory Conmittee

Re: Property Owner: Reisterstown Limited Partnership

Location: SW/S of Reisterstown Rd,, 140 ft, SE ef Featherbed Lane

Item lo. 27 Zoning Agenda Tuesday, October 2, 1973

Gentlenmen:

nt to your request, the referenced praperty haz been surveyed
5«;;:;’ Eluze:u and ?‘M comments below marked with an "x"' are applicable
and required to be corrected or incorporated intc the final plans for
the property.

o ire hydrants for the referenced property arc required and
st ii‘:ll F:e located at intervals of feet along an
approved road in accordance with Sa“mor_c County Standards
as published by the Departgent of Public ilorks.
( 7 2. A second means of vehizle access is required for the site.
( ) 3. The vehicle dead-end condition shown at

3 the maximum allowet < artin ks
( ) 4. The site shail be made to comply with all applicable parts
of the Fire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginnirg
of operations. _
* (xx) 5. 7The buildings and structures existing or proposed on the
site shall comply with all applicable requirements of the
National Fire Protection Aasociation Standard ilo., 101
WThe Life 3afety Code", 1970 Edition prior to occupancy.
{ ) é. 3ite plans are approved as drawn. E X
{ ) 7. The Fire Puventgon Bureau has no comments at this time.

* Minimum water main al:e_ﬂ" z d.luwsfor"d i
Reviever: J! W SNy ; HD :
anning Group .

Special Inspection Diviion

Deputy Chief -
Fire Prevention Bureau

mls
4/16/73

Item

#29 (Cotober 1573«Apr<l 197k - Crele 1)

Priperty Owner: Relsterstown limited Partnership

Fage

2
October 16, 1973

Wuter:

Public water aervice exists within Foisterstown Rosd,

v Sewsrs
Public sanitary sewer exists to the northesst approxi=ately 2,000 fset and

can te made available with the appropriste offsite extension snd #sements,

EMDIEAM: VX208

NW 13

JEFFERSON BUILDING
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

Very truly yours,

A=V

UIVER, P.E.
Chief, Bureay of EZngloeering

T Tipo

—BatriMmore CounTy, M ARYLAND

DeparrMeENT OF HEALTH—

DOMNALD L ROO®, MD., MPH.

October 23, 1973 DEFUTY FYATE AND COUNTY meiLin Gevicen

Mr. S. Eric DiNenna, Zoning Comamissioner
Office of Planning and Zoning

County Office Bullding

Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. DiNenna:

Comments on Recla fication, Zoning Advisory Committee
Meeting, October 2, 1973, are as follous:

Property Owner: Relsterstown Limited Partaership
Location: SW/S Reisterstown Rd.,140' Se of Featherbed La.
Present Zoning: D.R. 3.5

Proposed Zoning: B.M.

No. Acres: 7.0

Districe: 4

Metropolitan water is available to the site.

Metropolitan sewer must be extended prior to issuance
of building permit.

Food Serv. If a food service facility is
proposed, complete plams and ifications must be submitted to
the Division of Food Protection, Baltimore County Department of
Health for review and approval.

A moratorium was placed on new sewer conmections in the
Guynns Falls Drainage Basin by Dr. Neil Solomon, Secretary of
Health and Mental Hygiene on Sept.13, 1973; therefore, approval
'y be withheld for this connection.

Very truly yours,
7 A Ll
. £
Thomas H. Devlim, Director
HVB:mng BUREAU OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

ec: L.A, Schuppert

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

JEFFERSON BUILDING TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204

DEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

Evarwe . Curronn. PE

October 25, 1973

Mr. 5. Eric Ditienna
County 0Ff’ce Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

ke: Item 29 - October 1973 to April 1974 - Cycle Zoning VI
Property Owner: Reisterstown Limited Partnership
Southwast side of Reisterstown Hoad, 14D feet southeast of Featherbed
Lane

8.4,
District &
Dear Mr. DiNerna:

Due to a study conducted in the Northwest area carlier this year,
it was determined that the existing ond proposed road system is adequate
only for existing Zonirg, assuming the entirc road ssstem can be built
@long with the mass transit and any trip density incresses, and there
4150 be a downgrading of some other propesties to offser this incroasc
Therefore, the increasing of the density proposed can only continue to
aggrevate an already serious traffic problen,

Very truly yours,
I /A
C. Aedae7%

C. iichard roore

Ass'stant Traffic Engineer

CRH/pk

WILLIAM D. FROMM
omecton

S ERIC DINENNA
2ominG commissioNER

Movamber 23, 1973

Mr. S. Eric DiNenna, Zoning Commissioner
Zoning Advisary Committae

Office of Planning and Zoring

Baltimore County OIfice Building

Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. DiNerna:

Comments On ltem #29, VI Zoning Cycle, October 1973, to April 1974, are as follows:
Property Owner: Reisterstown Limited Parinership
Location: S/W/S of Reistersiown Roac, 140 ft. 5/E of Featherbed Lane
Existing Zoning: D.R.3.5
District: 4

This office concurs with the comments of State Highway Administration and the Baltimore County
Bureau of Engineering insofor os the road alignments and driveways.

A minimum of aur (4) feet high compact screening must be provided alang theentire southeast property
s alws suggested tha. whers loading areas are proposed 1o be odjacent 1o residential premises.

Vary truly yours,

o> g o
/M" TS {,L//,
" John L. Wimbley
Planaing Specialist I
Praject & Development Planning Divisio

BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING
TOWSON. MARYLAND 21304

SUITE 301 JEFFERSON BUIL! 103 WEST CHTSAPEAKE AVENUE
ANGA CODE 301 PLANNING 4043211 ZOMING 4343381

Wi T. MeLsen
D T -,




COUNTY, MARYLAND s

OFFICE OF Fance - nevenue pivision BALTH COUNTY, MARYLAND 5342

m-emnmut:uu RECEIPT / iy : 1 .’ 1
 MISCEL._ANEO'/S CASH RECEIPT

oare 12720075 account 01712
Cherles £, Brooks, Esq.
510 Bosley Avenve naww"_M.._

Towaon, Md. 21204
Garmiaurion
e casiEn ETErTror vELLOw . cusTomER

Certified doeumants = Caso Ne, 74=184-R

Reisterstown Lid, WM
SW/5 of Reisterstown Rd. 140" SE of
o T e ~ DR, o

BOARD OF EDUCATION
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

TOWSON, MARYLAND - 21204

Maryland Dopartment of Transportation L Hophes

Stata Highway Administration Rorard M. Evens.

January 75, 1974
Date: gotober 18, 1973

Mr. S. Eric Dilenna

Hr. Si Eric DiNenna

s baitiie cosning Comisatone He Sl ot Lyl Get973
Office Buil Wlll, Office Bidg, 5 < o
. Tﬁﬂm"‘:z o land 2120 Tocn rylanudg 2204 Owner: l-m..—.m “,.“.“ . G ; : .
Maryland
: ' i A ocatiom A Retsc town Road i Fom el 5 Ml-‘mnmzmmrv MARYLAND M. 13125
Rei Item (Redhai 1 ’l:l'"' own #
oo Belotoreian Linited Partaarship Site: Tha) (s et 8 s
Eroptrty (rmors el arbn Jinivd e B4, T 2k, $.8. of Feathorbed Lasa Faatharbed Lars “w“ s s
Prosent Zonings D.R. 3.5

Proposed Zoning:B.M.

Dear Mr. DiNenna:

oave Mewsh by 76 o or662

The subject pI i
<ompltance with our comments of Getobes 2"tany s 1978 b5 ot fn fubl

Plan must indicate concrete curh
from the mx.rnu f the hi ote curb along the frontage, 28¢
fernuitetmtartine of he b gheays  The proposed Right of Hay or P-ricing

District: Ltn
No. Acresi 7

Vary truly yours,

Dear Mr. DiNenna:

Charles Lee, Chief
Bureau of Engineoring
Access Permits

P N
Oy:. John €, Meyers

in zor from D.R. 3.5 to B.M. would result in a loss of
.ppwmt.x:":f.mz:; pupils, 7 junior high puplis, and 5 senior high /
pupila.

CLiJEMbE

~ 2 OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE DIVISION

Vi : b St MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT
AL W. Hick Patrovich / ?1 Tmlablr
Field Representative
amou $70.00
%“_Ell_r'u
: : 2 L T 5 g ot : ghm-l:.m—h,nq.n."" RN et
e e -4 gt 4=184-R S > i S e
i 2 i A W - l; ep.)
L EMOLIE PARK L, s BARGUN i, SETRANE 3 - AASH : T i A i1 A ¢

sanue e msnman

EB NOWCHT 1, AEREY Avvis Lones
SOBNUA G WL,

PO.Box 717}




&

Brooks & TURNBULL

MO BORLEY AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21304

August 12, 1974

July 7, 1976

5. Brls Diteres, senire

emmomummm
uu' Chesapeal Avenue
Towson, Marylard 21204
Re: Petition for Reclassification SW/S of

Tioad, 14! SE of Featherbed Lane

4th District
Reluterstown Limited Parinership - Petitioner
No. 74 - 184 — R (Item No, 29)

‘The Zoning Comissioner for Raltimore County
Jufferson Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: mmpmmmmn,n.:.sm
B.M., 7.0= acres S/ side of
mmmﬁmm,mmm,
Reisterstown Limited ), Petitioner,
mhﬂ-mmm nw-l.l,d:mlt

for Baltimore County at Law, Misc. Docket
hlﬂ,ﬂhm.!mb 5801

August 2, 1974

RE; Petition for Reclassification
SW/S of Reisterstown Road, 140!
SE of Featherbed Lane - dth Dis-
trict

Limited -

Petitloner
NO, 74-184-R (Item No. 29)

Should yeu vzwqmmllmmingmahmnurmm, Dear Mz, Brooks:

please do not hesitate to contact me.

lhnﬂu-m.nud my Order in the abave referenced matter.
Copy of said Order is attached.

Very truly yours,
Deputy Zoning Cmmllll'ur

Sincerely yours,
& TURNBULL, BY:

LONING DEPARTMENT
By i

® poe g

CERVIFICATE oF FosTiig
EOMING GIPARTMENT OF BALTIMOR? COUNTY
TVownen, siarytend

@ 8
PETITION MAPPING PROGRESS SHEET

Wall_map | Oriainal Trocing ]
FUNCTION T T T T T T @

il

Descriptions checked ard
outline plutted on map

District.. Dote of Ponting A GusT T (D1t
retad 1 . APERL

Petitioner: €1 5TERSTOWn LimiTep FaecnersitiP

oy Sw/s Reisrenstewn Rl 140  SE_of Fearnwdeh
LAN:

' .IS._RQJEIS:K Toun N 15€ - SE_oF
Eegrrerfen AAv<

R Sy il Y P SR 7

Petition number added to
outline

FERTHERBED LANE_

Denied

Granted by
ZC, BA, CC, CA

LR Revised Plans:
eviewed by: Change in outiine or description___Yes
o

Previous c Map #

1974

(] g Py 7194 R

CERTIPICATE OF PesTHNG
TOMWS OEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towsm, Murylond

th.
O i reamg 88 (4, /77
Posted for: LELOM Fop. ﬁeulws,-nc,,nw - 8161121

Pusionn: ReisteRsTCRM Mmrsn PARTIVGREMP

Location o property:. S /S o AerTersyowy Rl 140 SE op
Lerrrendes. Apue.

Locstion of mgue. SW/S_oF Rettrersrommn Rl /50 Fe:-SE &

TR Sed, Lnne,

b V56 Dute of return: FR5_ 20, (274




P A BN A S

RANDALLSTOWN, MD. 21133 pebruary 18 = 19 7%
THIS 1S TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement of sublished In THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly nowspaper priated
. Eris

;;n!n:udmﬂr of Baltimore County ¥ and published in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., ouoscimamch
5 - .sucxssivocseeknbefore the_ Jth ... ..

was fuserted in THE COMMUNITY TIMES, o weekly newspa 1 o | atx_onatise. the___Lith.
i -, 1974, the fixst publication

in Baltimore County, Maryland, once o week for — one

: --day of. PEUEUOFY.
weeky before the 28th day of Feba 19 Th that is 10 say, the same ; g :

was inserted in the issuef of February L, 197h.

STROMBERG PUBLICATIONS, Ine.




SMITH, TEACHEZ § A580CIATES
ENGINEEDS - PLANWERS - SULVE YORD
10324 5,00LFIELD 1DAD
OWINGS MILLS. MARYLAND 24117
363 @754 PN 02%

BALTIMORE CODMTY
5147/ 062 e e

Stk EX ZONNG 2
; : z:zuwl;a‘l.wu S o [TEX DS “NOLE

JOHW EUCE
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e -t e R
) oz 0’
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LY

KB ONG 86305
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|
|
|

PROPOSED PAVEMENT MACADAM

coNToURS =FROWM DALTO. Lo
ABRIAL TOROGRAPHY

EXIST HOUSE TO B EEMOVED

GUTLINE OF ENTIRE PAVED AREA TO BE

CUREZD W TH G'NIGH CUEB

© *10'HIGH LIGHTS DIPECTED DOWN TWD

BLD0C WEYEZHLVER WOCDSCAPE 12

Libe LanTERM

@

|
C.LEEOY WIDERMAN 1 ' “I
435G, 25 Hi GERTZUDE MLEAKLY
EXIAT. ZONING DR 35 HJ‘N 195 ; 1'% ; ‘
Rty 0
ELTy : o
| 4
b i D
EX. USE PESIDENTIAL &
ElcHMAZ APTS
e EXIST TON - DR 1
“ EX BeX COLVART
I
n
— h
4 EEn o LT &S
FOOD STOPE Ex 85
FUTURE CENTER LAML
FOR LEFT HAMT TURM
MENEMENTS (B LALES TaTas)
a9 R (e EXSTING ZONING +  DE 35
i TING LSE + ZESIDENTIAL
“ POSED 20K NG BM
| Z COPOSED USE  + SHOPPLG CanTIZ
L é AZEA OF TRACT = TOOACEES
| | FROPOSED BLDC 42EA - (4000 SF
Er GO EW, "u.', CAEKILG ZROUI + 220 SPACES( G100 200
| (V] PATY MG PROVIOED.  * 377 DPACES
T SCREENILG * 4 HIGH TOMPACT EvERGPEEd
= oR APPROVED 2oUAL
o
wd
o™

ELLIS FRIZDLER
4344/ 5835

T EX ZONING ‘07 3B
X, USE: PESIDENTIAL

DELD PEFELC NCE
EHK Je3349/ 824

PLAT TO ACCOMPANY
ZONING PETITION
FEISTELSTOWN POAD ATFEATHERBED LANE

=

A™ ELECTION DISTZICT BALTIMORE COUNTY.MD
PPOPERTY or REISTERSTOWN LIMITED PARTNEZSHIP
BCALE: I"DO SEPTEMBER 22 1272

b P




SMITH, TEACHER § ASSOCIATES
ENGINEERS  PLANMERD < SULVE YORS
(0324 5,DOLFIELD woAD
OWNGD MILLS, MAEYLAMD 2II17
363G

C.LEZOY WIDEEMAN
435G, 252
EXIST ZONING D% 35

]
EX USE PESIDENTIAL

JOHM tLACE
598/249
2708 DR 35
EXUSE EESIDENTIL
i &

|
JOHM guTTER |
2805/373 [] £ .)5
£ 7o DZ 3% ———
Ex USE QESTENTIAL ‘(’7;,

se0 M
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YESNEZ MELSON
B7GB/ 514

EX.TON. DEZ 25
EX.SE NOMWE
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N N
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