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2%, igaskew, wilson & DiCicco
M L N

' ORDERED By The Zoming Coasoner of Baltimare. County, this 2520 ... _day
[P0 R — , 19 _, that the subject matter of this petition be adverfised, as

n-ww--.ww-.«ummhm
uﬂﬂﬂ-hﬁ‘hhm-ﬂﬁlm:—-ﬂ-ﬁlmw.
w_mﬁﬁmml-wmmhwm

io the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, from an..... MLE . and BL......_..-- wone 1o an
oMl eoooeeooeeoo...2one; for the following reasons. ‘ 4

(see attached brief)

See attached dasortption

and (D) for & Specisl Exception, under the said Zoning Law and Zoning Regu.ations of Baitimore
&ﬂ..h-lﬂhﬂwm.h ..... s e et e o

Property is 1o be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.
1, or we, agree to pay < penses of above re<lassification and.or Special Exception advertising.
ete., upon filing of Ais petition, and further agree 1o and are to be bound by the oning
and restrictions of Baitimore County sdopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimors

Attorney

‘required by *hc Loning Law of Baitimore County, in two newspapers of general cireulation through-
‘out Baitimore County, that property be posted. and thal the public hearing be had before the Zoning
Commissioner of Baltimore County in Room 106, County Office Building in Towson, Baitimore
e S T e
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Road
FOR RECLASSIFICATION

MEMORANDUM 1IN SUPPORT OF PEFITION

four Petitioners, Howard 6. Williams and
Margaret A. Williams, by Robert A. DiCicco, Askew, Wilson
and DiCicco, respectfully submit the following memorandum
in support of their claim thatthe Zoning requested should
be granted because of the error in the map and because
of a change in the neighborhood:

1. Error in the Map-- The propsrty in

question in located in a prime manufacturing and industrial
area of Baltimore County. It is serviced by major industrial

roads and & railroad. Opposite the property the land is
zoned ML. At the time of the adoption of the Zonina Maps,
the former owner requested the plauaing commission to
zone the P ML and was advised that the
request was accepted and that the property would be so
soned, Therefore, because the only appropriate zoning for
the property is ML and because the planning commission
advised that the plannisg board would recommend ML zoning
and that the same would be adopted, it was a mechanical
and judgment error in the failure to so 3one the property.
2. Change in the neighborhood-- The following
changes in the neighborhood of the subjects' property
justify re-zoming to ML from MLR and BL to wit: (a) a

tromendous increase in the volume of traffic at the subjects’
site; (b) a change in the existing roads and road patterns
in the vieinity to give sccess to major intsrstate highways:

RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION
5/5 of Stemmers Run Road
74" £, of Golden Ring Road
150 District :
HOWARD G. WILLIAMS, et ux, Petitioners  : Cose MNo. 75-224-R
prgisad
o8N
hlhmw“himmd-wuﬂmﬂh#_,(lh,lﬂl
13th q.m.,,ma,byn.c.-yu-d-cwiuun—om,
monumw-ﬁﬁmmwfn“
County harsin be and it is hereby DISMISSED with prejudice. )

{¢) numerous zoning changes in the surrounding ares:

(4) increase in industrial and manufactusirg development

in the area; (¢) re-gzoning the property for ML will
be beneficial and not & to the

property and community: (f) the re-zoning of the tract
¢ o permit ML vse would be compatable with predicted
plass of Baltimore County: (g) and for such other and
further changes as will be disclosed by an in-depth
--mumwmmxymmamunu
the hearing to this Petition.

Wilson & DiCicco

Jowson, Haryisad 21204
823~

5400
Attorneys for Petitioners
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BEFORE THE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
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oneice: wes.zeoe septamber 2%, 1974 Frm—
OMPANY PETYTION PCR ASCLAS
FRCPERTY CF MOWARO O, MILLTImE AN WIFT
Beglniing fuc che Same of Lot selnt o the South Bight

RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION
5/5 of Stemmers fun Road

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

HOWARD G. WILLIAMS, et ux, Patitioners : Case No. 75-224-%

FETITION FOR DISISSAL
To the Honorable, Members of Said Board:

The Petition of the People’s Course! for Baltimors County respecifully represents, viz:

1. That by his Order under date of March 27, 1975, the Zaning Commissiorer for
Baitimars County granted Reclassification of the above described property from on M.L.R. and
B.L. zone to an M.L. zone.

2. That aithough the Planning Board in its Report to the Zoning Commissioner
(Cyele Vill, irem 33, requested rac lassificotion be gramted, your petilioner wos cpprehensive
that o reclamification of the property invalved in this proceeding would effect o change upon
which the petitioners in two ofher cases, specifically, Lioyd Realty, Inc., Case Ne. T5-223-RX,
and BTR Reclty, inc., Case No. ;3-225-R, might seek to justify the changes sought in fheir
cases; that the petitioner in “Lioyd” did in foct omempt 1o e the instont cose o5 o bosis te
sustain its petition, an sffort which was thwarted because of the lack of Finaiity in this
procesding, and the petition in "BTR" is now in such status thot the likelihood of the instant
cane having an impoct thereon is virtally nil .

3. That the planning staff, and the Planning Board, as o part of the process
imvalved in the 1976 - razoning, hat the praperty be reclawified
on the new Comprehensive Mop in the M.L. cotegory .

4. That becaise the reclassification herein sought hes in the course of events lost
its obility to perniciously affect the result of the other cases mentioned; because the planning
s10ff and the Planning Boord have properly, in & comprahensive proceeding, made heir recom -
mendation for the 1976 Comprehsnsive Mop; and because thare are no individual protestants.
imvolved hevein, your petitioner hos concluded that the public interest is no longer served by
the maintenance of this Appeal and respectiully proys that it be dismissed.

AND AS IN DUTY BOUND, ete.,

B Way line of itervers wun Go4d st 2 glstarce of T'E from
the east Right of way line of Golden iing Resa sala point bein
#t the end of the Jrd or NZ8*45*L 118* llme of the land which
by dsed dated July 31, 1974 and recorded awona the Land Keco
of Seltiscra County in Liber wom, Jr. 5466, folic 540 was
conveyad by tllsabeth b rollerk te Howacd G, =1llisms and
wife rusnipg thence and binding the sguth wlgtt of «ay line
of Stmmmers fum soed End ca the 4tk St ang 6t lines im
aferesald d~ed the thres following courses ind cletsrces:
{1} by cueve to the right r.r & distance of $8+3; (3) ¥77°¢
166417+ thence; (4] By » curve to tre right 4+1 thence leawing 1
the Wight of way of Stesners Sun Ecad and Binding on the Tth
op last llme in the aforessid owed soutteriy 162,3° running
thence and bind.e~ on the Ist line in sforess!d desd ME9*18+w
22343 to the +s3  .m Rl bt of way lime of Golden aing tead
runnine ‘nemce and binding on the sastern flght of ¥ay line
of Golden Ring Yoad by & curve to the right for & distence
$243 thence lesving the eastern Aight of way lins of Gclden
fing Aosd and binding on the Brd lire in sforesald cwed
N26°45°F 116+2 to the place of beginsing,

Contalalng D.90 Acres of land wore of less.

seing 8il of the land which by deed dated July 31, 1874

1637

BEFORE THE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

| HEREBY CERTIFY thot on this __ 1A% day of May, 1976, a copy of the fareguing
Petition ond sccompanying Order was mailed to Robert A. DiCiccs, Esquire, Askew, Wikion
& DiCicco, 208 W. Penrsylvanio Avenve, Towson, Moryland 21208, Attomeys for Petitionen.

« Hession, Wl

04 recorded smong the Lind deccrss of fsltirmre e
tiber £HK, Jr. 4366, foiic ¥4 s coreeysd by Ellzabeth E.

Eelloek to Nowssd Te VElifans arg wife.
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BALTINORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING
County Office Building

111 W. Chesapeake Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

Your Petition has been received * this

_jgf‘f___:.sut‘ P R

£-Bric DiNenna,

Zoning Commissioner
s

potitioner Mowaed & (Uilliera of Sixmitted vy Mk Man({g

Potitioner's Attorney_ Baded A [ Cricoroviewed by, %

+ This is not to be interpreted as acceptance of thi tition for

assignment of a hearing date.
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PETITION MAPPING PROGRESS SHEET
Woll Map | Original Duplicate Trocing 200 Shee!
FUNCTION dy':{ by | d ;| dote | by |date [ by |[dote | by |
Deséeriptions checked and | |
ocutline plotted on map
Petition number added to ]
outline
Denied
Revised Plan:
Change in outline or description
Map #_

PETITION Pk
HECLASSIFICATION
L5 DISTRICT
ZONING | Fromm ML avd

WL e L
LOCATION: Semih sice W
Sicmmers Run Naad 34 (oot

ing Mid.
WEDNES-
DAY, MANCH 38, 1575 ot 10.0%

AN
PUBLIC MEANING o
1, Cosanty Office Buskiag. 111
Avense.

Fropatesd toing ML
Al g of ook
Fillecnth District of Bafimsrs.

and wite
Ihesee am binding 1be seuth
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o Yoy o5

.
aret

canveynd to Eleabvih B
Ralack b mard G Williams |
and il

pobert A. DiClcco, Esq.

| CERTIFICATE CF PUBLICATION

OFFICE OF
Essex Times

308 Eastern Blvd
Essex, Nd. 21221

arck 6 10
THIS 1S TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement of

was inserted in ESSEX TIMES u weekly news-
published in Baltimore County, Maryland, once & week
sugcessive weekacbefore the

paper

for

th. dayof rot 19 75 ; that isto say,

the same was inserted in the issues of Y 15,1975

Stromberg Publications, Inc.
Publisher.

9 (7 3
B: (4 e T

Item 33 - 9th Zoaing Cpls

i 'h-le OFFICE OF PLANNING AMD ZONING
Towson, Md. !ml

Your

County Office Building
111 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Petition has been received and accepted for

£iling this 25¢h day of ogtober 1974,

. ERIC DINENN
Zoning Comm'seioner

Poritionor_Howard G. & Hargaret A. Williams

Petitioner's Attorn:
co: E. T. o

Tobert A. DiCicon Reviewed by,

Zoning .\ﬁvlluw

& Asscclates

FU v ot zoning 14

|
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BALTIMORE COUNTY

ZONING PLANS

ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Res

%)
()

)

G5

e (1)
£

]

BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS

ADVISORY

ade),

october 25,

1974

Robert A. DiCicc q.
Askow, Wilson & DiCicco
208 W. Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: Reclassification Petition
Item 33 - Bth Zoning Cycle
Howard G. Williams & Margaret
A.Williams - Petitioners
Dear Mr. DiCiceo:

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

ese comments are not intended to indicate
the appropriateness of the zoning action roquestaed,
but to assure that all parties are made aware of
plans or problems with regard to the development
plans that may have a bearing on this case. The
Director of Planning may file a written report
with the Zoning Commissioner with recommendations
a5 to the appropristencss of the requested zoning.

The subject property is located at the
intersection of the south side of Stammers Run
Road and the east side of Golden Ring Road, in
the 15th Eiection District of Baltimore County.
It is presently improved with a 2-1/2 story frame
dwelling and free-standing garage.Dircctly abutting
the property to the east is the Walsh & Company
building materials, sales and storage facilities.
Directly opposite the site on Stermers Run Road
is a vacant parcel of land which abuts tha
Phila.-Baltimore & Washington Railroad right of
way. A one-story brick dwelling oxists opposite
the site on Golden Ring Poad.

The petitioner is requesting a Reclassification
from the existing MLR zone to an ML zone. The
proposed use of a contractor's equipment storage
yard calls for the removal of the existing structures
and the ersction of a maintenance building with

4. Austin Deitz
Chint

Office of Flanning and Daing
Baltinore Cownty Office Building
Toweon, Haryland 212

ittention:

Pursuant to your request,
Bureau and the com
to bo corrected or incorporated nto the fir

sertovers AT KW

Baltimore County Fire Department

Tawson, Maryland 21204

ey

¥r, Jack Dillon, Chairman
Zening Advigary Committes

Property Owner:
Iocation:
Item No.

33

Zontng Agenda

Gentlesen:

e roferencod proper
cnto balow mariced with m "x" are

7 been survayed by
spplicable amd requl
final plens for the propert;

1. Fire hydranta for the roferenced property are required snd shall b
located at intorvals of Tooe L ow m mmroTed SR
accordance with Daltizors County Standards so published by
Dopartment of Public Woris,

2. A gecond means o vehicle access in required for the site.

3. The vehicle dead-end condition shown at

5 tho nuxinus allcwed Ly the Fire Dopariment,
cable parts of the
ing of operations,
od on the site shall
icnal Firs Prof
to occupanty.
6. S5ite plang are approved as drmm.
7. The Fire Pravention Bureau has no commenta mt this time.

Noted and
Approveds

Planning Gmup"}‘
Special Inspectiph Bivision

Esq.

bert A. DiCicco,
e Zoning Cycle

Re: Item 33 - Bth
October 25, 1374

Page 2

emmors Run Road.
with vehicular access from Stemmert .:._\LL ad.
parking is indicated 3 vohicles, with
B Ehe property fo be utilized fo
contractor's cquipment.

This petition for H-:clnsﬁx(‘x'c’:\v;y;r)\ ,:q
£i1iny on the date of the enclosed £ilin
However, any revisions n\;qc{:‘u(ec. s

ions, or Flats, 3 o |
tﬁi:’é}éﬁmnm. shall b s\|l'm1EL».\;!:D
to December 1, 197 in orn}ux :n all
Committee revicw and adver .Lﬁl..u‘. i
may result in tnls petition mot be “yo i
a hearins. e
will be between March L. sl
be forwarded to you well in

Notice of the hearing
1975 and A
adyanco

very truly yours.

(85 /
JAMES B. BYRNES,III

Chaiman : I : -
goning Plans Advisory Committec

JBp:In
Enclosuré
p. Raphel & Associates

Courtlund Avenue
Maryland 21204

ca: B.
201
TOWSOrn s



TOWSON. MARTLAND 21204

Baltimore Goruty, Marglard
Bepartment O Public Works
COUNTY OFFICE BUILBING

MARYLAND 21204

Buccsn of Enpimemring

ELLEwORTH N BIVIR. B B CHEF Oatober 23, 197h

¥r. S, Erioc DiNenna
Zontng Comessioner

County Office Building
Towson, Varyland 2120k

Re: TItem #3) (Cycle VIIT - October 197k = April 19
Property Owner: Howard G, % Marge-et A 12ans
S/E corner of Stemsers Run & Oolden Ring Roads
Existing Zooingr M.L.H., 2.
Proposed Zonings M.L.
Wo, of Acres: 0.9 District: 1Sth

The following comwonts are furnished in regard to the plat submitted
for review by the Zoning Advisory Committse in connectisn with the subj

Hipheaya:

11 vitimately .
60-foot right-af-wmy.
overmnts are required at this time, future gonstruction of
sonnl paving may be requived if Gelden Ring Road iz used ior

Goldon Ring Foad is an existing County road which

and gutter and &
ncceas,

Steamers Run Hoad 3 an exioting County road, which will not require any further
inprovenents,

Storn Draina;

rovisions for the accosmmodation of storn dra vo not beon shown on the
rovements resulting in inareased storm watar run-off,

e - 1 fage dmprove-

mantn, may necassitate the Tetitionsr to prowide facilities for this drainape.

Pafore thase surface improvamants are made, drainsge provisions must be submitt

farka for approval o any cemstructio

2 (temparary or perrars

The Petitio

to pre are Sreatd
concentration of m
improger
raspo

o to

i o
bility of the Petitionor.

—_ Ractmore County, MARYLAND
DepARTMENT OF HEALTH——

DOMALD J. ROOP, M.D. MPH.

ERSON BUILDING
— October 16, 1974 semum i SsunTY wEaLTe SeTICER

Mr. S. Eric DiNenma, Zoning Commisalomer
0ffice of Planning and Zoning

County Office Building

Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Nr. Dieana:

Comments on Ttem 33 , Zoning Reclassiffcation,
Gycle 48, are as follows:

Property Owner: Howard G. & Margaret A. Williams

Location: SE/C of Golden Ring Rd. & Stemmers Run Rd,

Existing Zoning: H.L.R.

Proposed Zoning: HL

No. of Acresi 0.9

Diatelet: 15th

Metropolitan water and sewer are available.

Water Resources Administration Comments: 1f lubrication
work and oll changes are performed at this locatiom, revised plans

hod providing for the elimination of

must be submitted showing mer
waste oil in accordance with Water Rescurces Administration require-

ats

The buildipg or buildings on this
it

en
r !nlln:tnn Comm iiracace

Afr Polluclon SOSRERER
site may be sul t permit to comstruct anl a pe

any and all fuel burning and processing equipment. Additional
Information may be obtained from che Division of Afr Polluticn and

Industrial Myglene, Baltimore County Departmeat of Health.

Very truly yours,

~thei N Dl

Thomas H. Devlin, Director
BUREAD OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

HVB/nce
CC--W.L. Phillips

Sediment

reetally by the

£33 (cysle
operty Owrer:
2

137 - April 1975)
aret 4. Willtamn

o 2
Ootober 23, 197

Drafnape studies and gediwent
and approved prior to the records

ol d £8 Vi1l be neceseary to o rewiewed
of any mecord plat or the 1amusnee of Any grading

or tullding parmit
Water;

There 15 an oxd 10-tnch water matn in Stenmrs Pun Toad, as shown o
Urawdnp $31-066, y ki

Thers fa an extatin: B-inch pvhlic samitnry oewer in Stemmsrs Fun foad, as

shown on Drawing #85-077h,

BOARD OF ECUCATION
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

TOWSON, MARYLAND - 21204

Data: October 8, 1974

Mr. S. Erfc DiNenna

Zenlng Commisslaner

Baltimore Coun'y Office Bullding
Towson, Maryland 21204

Z.A.C. Meeting of: October I, 1974 (Cycla #8)

Item 33
Property Owner: Howard G. & Morgaret A. WIlllams
Location: SE/C of Golden Ring Road & Stemmers Run Road

Present Zonlng: .| R.
Proposed Zoning: w, (.

District: 15th
No. Acres: 0.9

Osar M. DiNanna:
No baaring on student population.

Very truly yours,

b2t
WNP/m1 W. Nick Petrovich..
Fleld Representative.

T, WAYARD WiLIAMS. a0

WILLIAM &, FROMM
biskcron

S ERIC DINENNA
2awiNG CoMMIUIBH KN

Noember 6, 1974

Mr. 5. Eric DiNerna, Zoning Commissioner
Zoning Advisory Committee

Office of Plonning and Zening

Baltimore County Office Building

Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. DiNenna:
Comments on Item #33 , Zoning Cyclo VIll, October 1974, are os follows:

Property Owner: Howard G. and Margaret A. Willioms
Lacation: SE.c of Golden Ring Rood and Stemmen Run Roud
Existing Zoning: M.L.R.

Propased Zoning: M.L.

No. of Acres: 0.9

District: 15th

This office has reviewed the subject petition and offers the following comments. These comments
are not intended 1o indicate the appropriatencis of the zoning in question, buf are to assure that
all parties are made aware of plans or problems with regard ta development plans that may have a
bearing on this petition.

This plan has been reviewed and hers are no site-planning factors requiring comment

Very truly yours,

G ,z’u/h-/@

John L. Wimbley
Planning Specialist |1

Project and Develooment Plonning

BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

BUITE 301 JEFFERSON BUILDING 105 WEST CHESAPEAKE AVENUE

AMEA CODE 301 PLANNING SSAIILL FONNG aveasn)

Aw orpreas
ASKEW. WILSON & DiCICCO
08 WEST PENRATINANIA AVENUE
TOWSOK, MARYLAND 21204 -
Som L askrw g
MEREDITH & WiLsoN
RONRT A DICICED 3 400

Janusrey 22, 1

Iter A, Ralter, Jr.
Goard of
Bull4l

111 W, Chesapoake Avenus
Towson, Maryland 2129

s

Re: Maard 6
1teri No.

NI ises
3, te. 7

Dear Hr. fialtar:

In. further support of the Homorandum of Law submitt
¥ cai) your attentlon to the rezent Suprass Court case of & " v | don
Juna 25, 1375, 35 5. cnod whereln It was held that PIalntiff jacked
standing to challenge zoning ordinance whers he was unable to establish
domonstrable thjury to himsalf.

by Petiticner,
1den,

The Suprame Court addressad 1tself to the question vhether the
petitloners were entitled to have standing In the faderal courts, which
was o complex matter In viaw of the numarous categorfes of petitioners
Goth constitutional timitatlons upon fedaral court Jurlsdiction as well
as the 'prudential Iimitations” the Lourt placos upon the exercise of
its Jurisdiction wera the subject of the Court's Inquiry. In fts con-
ftutlonal dimensich, standing “iwports justiclabliity: ‘whether the
plaintiff has made out & 'case or controversy' between himself and the
defandant within the meaning of Arcicle 111" of tha Constitution. This
T4 the threshald question in every fadaral erss, and Tt wist be detarmined
whathar a plalntiff nas alleged such a persanal stake In the outcoee o
tha eontrovarsy to sarrant his Igvo:ulm of fadaral court Jurisdiction

(Baker v. Carr, 353 U.S. 196 (1362)0).

Apart fron this minfmum constitutional masdate, the Suproms Court
has recognized other 1imitations on the class af persons who may [nvoke
the courts’ decislonz! and remidial powers:

“First, the Court has hald that when the ssserted harm is a
‘qaneralizad grievanca’ shared in susstantially squai measure by

Vor a large class of clcizans, that harm alone nommally does not
‘rant sxarcise of Jurfsdiction ... the plalntiff generally must

assert his own leaal rights and interests, and cannot rust his claim

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAN
JEFFERSON BUILDING  TOWSON, mvﬁ):u II:

DEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING
Buakne 3. Currono. PE Wi T, Mrien
mezron e e tnsaes

October 28, 1574

Mr. 5. Eric DiNenna
Zoning Commissoner
County Office Bullding
Tawson, Maryland 2120k

Re:  1tem 33 - Cycle Zoning & - Octob
3 er 1974 throw i
:mpﬂrtv Owner - Howard G. 5 K"g‘rcf A ul”l,lnewnl i
“Eicorner of Stemmers Run & Golden Ring Roads
Distriet 15
Dear Mr. DiNennar

The resuested zoning change should have no effect on trip

density
Ver ety gours,
L N
Y ler~—
C. Richord Koore
Assistant Traffic Enginoer
CRM/rmg

» )

ASKEW WILSON & iCICCO

er, Jr.

to rolief on th

wiEh

t such |lnl

d be called upen to decice o
Tsnlficance even though
more comp Nt to address
Intervention ¥ be unnecessary o
ar v. Raservists T

The Supreme
the patltionars had na standing in

afflrrey

sIbITTty of the corpls cts
ha IS a proper party to invoke al resolutlen of a
Was not pres.nt In the case 4. flone of the

the threshold requirements fer the rules n
U1 of the Censitution requiring # case
“prudential considerations rule' which |init

nt clearly to

In the words of the Court:

“We hald anly that a plalotiii w
excluslonary zonlng practices =ust alls
faces demonstrating that the challense.
that he parsenally would bereilt fn a te
courts' fntervention,'

Looklng forward to a prompt rull=g by this lionerable Soard, |
renain, 3

Robert A, DiCicco

i3

cer. K, Hewzed WITIT
John Hesslan, (11, Esquire




BEFORE THE BOARD
PETITION FOR RECLASS IPICATION
8/5 of Stemwers Kun Road :
74" E. of Golden Ring Koad
| 15th pstelet
| l‘;:nrd G. Williams et ux
‘ Petitioners {

OF AFPEALS FOR
BALTIMORE COUNTY
No. 75-226-K (1tem No. 33)

l 5 (ON_TO_DISMISS APPEA
) &

1 The Anaver of the Pesple's Counsel for Baltlsare County £9

Liully shows:

che Motion to Disatas the Appeal herctofore filed respec

in parageaphs
I L. The matters and

facts mentioned and alleged

4, 5 and b of said Motlon are adaltted.

| Nos 2, 3
il 23,
2. Such portions of Patagraphs Hos. 7 and & of satd Matien
which state facts are admitted; converiely, ® ctions of sald paragraphs
‘ tate L dmitted; erzely, such portions of grap

nled.
& conclustions and argusents sre denle

wasel®
which are protfers of Co

respects

3. Further and generally ansvering said Motien, It L8 £y

y submitted that the tatutory £l of appeal granted any person of
L e the statutory Flght ppoal g any
&

ast predicated upon appsarance and participation 1t

feicial of the County Ls
. it is cleat under the previous Tuling

a hearving before the Zonlng L misslonet:

of the Court af Appeals of Muryland ChAT such appearance and participacion
|

(s not necessary to presesve the tight of appedl.

. 3
GHEREFORE, having fully anavared sald Motion, the K sponden

prays that it be hence dented.

s sy b
" Jobin W, Hessiad, 111
::m'p\. & Counsel for Baltimore County

o e

| ~arles £. Kountk, s

| peputy Peopla's Counse
County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204
494-2188

d
1 HERERY CERTIFY, That a copy of the foregoing Ansver vas miile

y o tember, 1975, to Rober” 0, Es kew, Wilson
day of September, 1975, to Ro! » A. DiCicco, Esq., Askew, Wils

| v Lts authority under the of Section (X), "Planning

i and Zoning" of Article 25A. Tnis Ls the sole statutory source for the

creation of :hs Zoning Commissiomer's Office. Might not the falr question
e chat Lf the Council and electarate could mot create the people's Counssl
under that authority, could they create the Zoning Commissioner? Perhaps
both are a aullity, a mot unpleasant thought, but cereainly Lf one exists,
| the othar may. = i
I Finally, and contrary to the teachings of "Shore Acres,” the
Petitioner seems to feel that physical presence under the terms of Secticn
| 524.1 (3) A of ‘the Baltimore Gounty charter (s necessary for the Respondent
| to become a "party' as therein mentioned. Merely to weet the thrust of the

|| eontention, and not to concede the gormaneness thereof, "Aryniarski’

|| beloved by the Peticiomer, Ltaelf establishes the theory thit a written '?

I a to Lish seatus as a "parcy," and thus Lf the -
} Board ishes £o Lynore “Shore Acres” the fuct resaios that the Respondent
| s in compl with the of "

On elther ground, the correct "Shore Acr

teaching, or the

| docerine, the s Motion Ehould therefore be

I Respactfully submitted,

Joha W. Wessian, 111
People's Counsel for Baltimore Couaty

E. Xounte, Jr.
Daputy People's Counsel
County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204
494-2188

1 HEREBY CIRTIFY, That & copy of the foregolng Memorandum was

mailed enin oI35 day of September, 1975, to Hobert A. DiCicco, Esq., Ascew,

& piciceo, 208 M. Penisylvania Avenue, Towson, Miryland 21204, Attorneys fur

Potitioners,

| Jola W. Tie

Wilson & Dicieco, 208 W. pennaylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

Attorneys for Petitionsra.

A
.lonﬂ W. Hessian, 111

FETITION FOR WECLASSIFICATION BEFORE. THE BOARD
$/S of Stesmers Run koad

| 74' E. of Golden iing Road
15eh District
Howard G. ¥1litams ¢t ux
Petitioners

| g No. 752241 (ltem No. 33)

OF APTEALS FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

The Petitloner has assembied 4 collage of atatutory -nd
decisional phrases to achieve his conclusions. A cursery review of his

| declstonal foundation stieds 4 far different light on his propasition.

[ The Petitiuner ignotes the Ltalicised wirning trumpted by the
Court of Appeals at the threshold of its opsnion Ln “liyson v. Montzomery

County Council," 242 Md. 55, 217 A% 578, at page 62:

"1t should be carefully noted and remembered that
“ the holdlng In uny zoning or rezoning cave, hers or
| elsevhere, cannot be accuratély appralsed without u
and of the constitutional and
EEAtutory provisions and the Local lave and roning
fegulations provalling at the time of Che dicisions

below and (Emphasis in Opinim).

The Court in "Hys

was construing a Momtgomery County ordimance
Which contained the words, “{nterested person,” and {ts opinion was confined to

that ordinance in the context of the

¥ County zoning ite

self grounded in ¥y authority diffy t from che upon which

zoning in Baltimore County and other “Crarter" councies is based,

It is of course possible to trace the course of petitiooer's

approach through "Bryntarski” and come to the conclusion that Respondent.

even under the criteria there found could appeal but in Eruth “Bryniarski!

deals primarily with che right of a party to appeal from the Board to the
Courts, a question not here aprropriate and one to be fought another day and

An another place. TI

¢ L8 a shorter, more direct and conclusive way to
approach the Lssue raised by the Petitioner. The Cuarc of Appeals ruled on
the very polnt raised by the Pecitioner in "Shore Acres Improvement Angocia-
tion, Inc., et al v. Anne Arundel County Board of Appeals, et al," 251 Md,
310, 247 A 40Z (1968).

Mindful of the admonition in "Hyson", it is appropriate to

pr 3

PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION *  BEFORE THE BOARD
§/5 of Stemmers Run Road

74' E. of Golden Ring Road OF APPEALS FOR

15th District

Howard G. Williams et ux BALTIMORE COUNTY
feRLEiongRe *  No. 75-224-R (Item No.33)

EETTey

MOTION TO DISMISS THE APPEAL

Howard G. Will

s, ot ux, Petitioners, by Robert A.
DiCicco, Askew, Wilson & DiCicco, their attorneys, move that
this Honorable Board dismiss the appeal in the above-captioned
matter for the following reasons:

1. On September 30, 1974, Petitioners filed a
Petition for REclassification of the tract of land known
as "Stemmers Run Road, 74' East of Golden Ring Road, in the
15th Election District of Baltimore County". which Petition
requeste" that the zoning classification of said property be
changed from MLR and FL to ML.

2. As a result of said Petition, a hearing on the
matter was scheduled for 10:00 A.l.. March 26, 1975, before
the Zoning Commissioner of Bal’imo. County.

3. Prior to said hearing, notice thereof in the
form of an Inter-Office Correspondence from the Baltimore
County Cifice of Planning and Zoning dated March 3, 1975
was duly forwarded to the People's Counsel in the ordinary
course of business.

4.  On March 13, 1975, the Pecple's Counsel,
pursuant to Section 524.1 of the Baltimore County Charter

entered his appearance in the above-captioned cosc and

Elrst establish the statutory simtlarities between "shore Acres" and this

matter, vis:

th Baltimore County and Aune Arundel County are
| "Chartere,

<countles under Article 254 of “he Amnotated Code of Haryland;

thus the Sectlon 5 (U} chat Petitloner cites for Baltimore County and the

Sectlon 5 (U) Ln “Shore Acres

Are the same public gemeral law, whereas the
Court cites a difforent wtatutory base in “Hyson.

| 2. Secklon 22-27 of the Paletmoce County code| provides
J

(sinilaricies with Sectlon 586 of the Anse Ardndel Code, infra, emphasized

for couparisan) (¢

pu

"Any person or pecaons, jofntly or severally, or an
taxpayer or any officlal, office, department, bosrd e o
buteau of the colnty, feuling aggrieved by any deciston °
i of the roning commissioner shall have Apbt to

| therefrom to the county board of appeal
3. Section 536 of the Anne o

tuadel County code) provides
| i D=
ir (emphasized as above): \
|

\r "Hithin 30 days after a deciston of the Zoning Hear:

! Offlcer L8 renderad, any person or pursons, Julm:fy or 1

‘ joverally, ot any taspayer of (alc) any official, dffce,
depar tment, corporation, bourd or bureau of Anne Arundel
Cosncy apacieved by any declaion of the Zoning liearing

I Officer shall have the right of appeal therefrom to the
I Gounty Board of Appeals,”

I Thus we have in “Shore Acres"

J

the proper statutory b

| *PPICPELALE o this macter: the sams public general law ind substantially

P

| the 4ame public local Law enacted porsuant therto, T

tioner questions

|| the Elght of the Respondent to appeal from the decinton of the Zoning

Commissioner following a hearing in which the Kesponcent filed a written

o

8oclce buc did not furcher partfeipate. The Court answered the question (n

"Shore Acres" when it sald, at page 315

"It should be noted that Sec. 336 does not requira
the person or entity taking the appeal from the Zonlng
deariag Offlcer to the County Board of Appeals to be 4

party ko the proceeding before the Zoaing Hearing 0fficer,"
(Emphasis ours). = e

Fetltioner seems to question the authority of the County Councll

The Counctl

[n\d the electorate of the County to create a people’s Counsel.

requested additional notice therein of all scheduled and
planned hearings.

52 On March 14, 1975, an official Baltimore County
News Release was distributed, which releasc announced that
the hearing in question would be held as scheduled on
March 26, 1975. A copy of said News Release was duly
forwarded to the People's Counsel in the ordinary course
of business.

6. Notwithstanding such notices and the entering
©f his appearance, neither People's Counsel nor his
representative attended the hearing, presented any evidence,
nor filed any written opposition to the Petitioners'
request for reclassification.

7. . As a result of (a) overwhelming evidence
presented at said hearing by the Peritioners; (b) the
recommendation of the Planning Board; (c) the failure of
the People's Counsel to appear or present any opposition
despite notice of said hearing; and (d) the absance of any
Protestants or representatives thereof at the “earing
before the Zoniny Commissicner; the Patitjoners' request
in regard to the subject property was granted on March 27,1975,

8. On April 8, 1975, notwithstandiny his failure
to appear, offer evidence or present exceptionsat the prior
hearing, the People's Counsel filed an Order of Appeal to
this Honorable Board. As a result thereof, Petiticners have
been greatly inconvenicnce?, have beon put to great expense,
and have suffered further harm and injurfes. Consequently,

Petitioners® move that the appeal noted by the People's Counsel

be striken for the further reasons which appear attaghed hereto.
i
5 /
6

a s
ASKEW, WILSON | Robefe bicTc:

a picicco

oo, e arata

{Asxek, Wilson & bicicca
208 W. Pennsylvania Avenue

-2- Towson, Maryland  21204; 823-5400
Attorneys for Petitioners




PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION 2 BEFORE THE BOARD Op
5/S of Stemmers Run Road
D 5 i
.-/\ BALTIMORE COUNTY. MARYLAN 1 74! E. of Golden Ring Koad APPEALS FOR BALTINORE
= E'}SE 0 1sth Election District
i ¥ 2 - Wi .
NII’ EIS BEE’ 4l u INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE Howard G. Willaims ot ux,
Harch 14, 1975

from—BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

COUMTY, No. 75-224-R
{Item No. 13)

Petitioners,

THIS I3 TO CERTIFY that on this day of June,

Maxeh 3, W15 ..

EETETT TN
1975, a copy of the foregoing Motion to Dismiss Appeal, was

494 - 2470
N - RESEARCH

Cl » Jra. ILLER, DIRECTOR OFFICE OF INFORMATION

sent tJohn W. Hessian, ITI,Esquire and Charles E. Kountz E. JAY MiLL

HEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPFORT OF MOTION 70
o DISMISS APPEAL

RELEASE
Esquire, Pecple's Counsel. FOR_IMMEDIATE RELEASE

Woward G. Williams,et ux, Petitioners, by Robert A,

galtimore County Zoning Hearings (in room 106) are as follows: ot comer of Holabind And Vest Avehuos - 12th Diotelet

Piticco, Askew, Wilson & DiCicco, their attornoys, say in

follows:
"The 'interested persons' mentioned therein
srrice: are, we think, the same class of persons
AP Wikaon who can qualify as ‘aggrioved percons' under
i a3
3 E b‘q.ar’\
g s E .3
ASKEW, WILSON — ¥ 0
a Dicicco 0 !
e, The failure of the People's Counsel
The Court ruled that the Sierra Club had no to appear at the hearing before the
Zoning Commissioner precluded an appeal
from the decisi, + ¢
our decisions relative to qualifications person who simply feels aggrieved, “eanding to oppose a recreational development based on its Board of gpgcm:l:" EREalaitoste couney
to be entitled to appeal, It Scarcely representative capacity
can be serioualy argued that the legislative Secandly, Article 25A and Bryniarski, when applicd : | Section 524.1 (3)A of the Baltimore County \
body intended that any and all persons, | \
irrespective of where they lived or ouned £9 3 case of clained rapresentation, clearly imply that Fetitionors urgs thot the attempt by the County | Charter provides in part: \
Rraperty, or the nature of 'interest' they
might have, . .were ontitled te be hearn s the representative--hers the People's Counsel--must be to expand the categories of those persons entitled to *The Peopla's Counsel shall fave Eis
At | following powers and duties:
. ! acEing on BehaLZ of, peratiie: io: ate thentcives Eapietevaan argue and appeal zoning matters is an unconstitutional | 9 p u
Thus, for the purpose of prosecuting a zoning appeal, the u =S ttempt o a: . | Ao He shall appear as a party
. i o T or "intorested” and not simply on behalf of any and all ARKemPE ko confer standing, and to deprive Petitioners | before the Zoning Commissinncs oo Baltimore
Court of Appeals has ruled that "intereste persons® and £ Proce. £ L. | County . . . e shall have in such appearance,
y x i Ly citlzens. Any attempt by the County in Section 524.1 of the °f fue Process of Law. The Act, as it appears in Section a1l the rights of counsel for a1 partygn oo
agarievedpersons have similar legal interests. 524.1 ' Anterest including BUt not limited te tig
Chacter o expand the class of persons entitled to appeal °f the Chartermandatos that the Poople's Counsel appear S e e case, to cross
In Bryniaraki V. Montgomery County Board of Appeals i . @ party in hearings before the Zoning Commissioner in order gexamine, to object, to be heard, and to
o nelude of and "nun-i Eile and prosecute an appeal in this
274 M3, 137, 230 A2d 289 (1967), the Court of Appeals stated L to defend the interest of the public "in gemersl®. The capacity a People's Counsel from any Order
. $ vui e persons is, therefore, in excess of its authority and is void. or Act of the Zoning Commissic-. - of
e general rule o used in ascertaining whether a Act fixes Counsel wi dut; Baltimore County"(emphasis supplied)...
, 4 : Consequently, the appeal of the People's Counsel £ such a duty without regard to whether 5 .
particular person is "aggrieved®. s " - It is clear that the statute allows a 1s y
should be striken on the above Eounds, or not there exist legitimately “"aggrieved pPersons who would e sta 's appeals only
“Generally speaking, the decisions indicate themselves be entitled in cases where the People's Counsel appear bofore the /
that a porson aggrieved by the decision o B.  Section 524.1 of the Baltimore County feAr coed o beanc 5 )
a board of zoning appeals is one whose Charter is an unconstitutional attempt Similarly, the Peaple’ i Zoning Commissioner, for the Act provid es that “in such
personal or proparty rights ara advorsely to confer standing upon a public of ficial ¥r it Receie’s Cobnss) 1y anthorises ¥ prcely /
affected by the decision of the bhoard. The who would not otherwise be entitled to sue. to maintai 1 A " wi appearance” People's Counsel shall have the right to /
d:chwn BLSE Rat only nERaer o ooard. tain appeals as an “aggrieved party" without regard B i ig
which the protestant has a specific interest The general rule to be applied in all questions to whether h o -, " conduct his case an appeal from the decision .
s Pl‘:epeﬂyhrlght DAt Bis (nroeadt e ) el ther or not he represents the truly “aggrieved” and PR =
must such that he is personally and Gencarning standing is that a party to an action must have without d t To interperet this Act as allowing the People's
speciali, affectsd in a bon qieri.and, egard to whether or not such person. even exist. Taken Lhel ple
that suffered by the publie generally. * @ requisite personal stake in its outcome "so as to insure in the ibstract, such legislation might appear to some as a Counsel to avoid or bypass the Zoning Commissioner, would
Using such criteria, then,it is apparent that the that the dispute sought to be adjudicated will be presented legimate attempt by tF County to insure the full discussion or be tantamount to a doing away of the office of the foning
Poople’s Caunsel does not have the raquisite personal EnERvERt in an adversary context and in a form historically viewed Proposed zoning changes. Dut, taken from the perspective of Commissioner. Such an interpretation would be
OF Stake in the outcome of the litigation to jusitfy his s capable of judicial resolution.® Flast v, Cohen, 392 v.s. Petitioners, other similarly situated, and potentially every inconsistent with every rule of statutory construction,
maintianing an appeal. If it is argued that Counsel i 83, 88 S.CE. 1942, 20 LR 947. PXORArty owner in'the community, such an Act work: n undus a2 well as, an insult to common mense. Therefore, because of
actlng in a reproscatative capacity under Section 524.1 of The Flast rule was discussed in Sierra Club v. burden and hardship on petitioners by forcing them to litigate the Paople’s Counsel's fatlure to personally oppear and
the County Chacter,he again Ls not permitted to maintain Worton, 405 U.S. 727, 92 s.ct. 1361, 31 Led. 836 (1972), a and defend on appeal against "non-aggricwd® persons whose Participate at the Zoming Commissioner's level, he is precluded
an appeal for two reasons, case interpreting the Federal Administrative Procedure Act, interests are not adverse under the rules in Flast and Sierra by statutory mandate from appealing the Zoning Commissioner's
First, because Sryniarski and Articel 25a,5 5(u), 5 U-8.C.A,5 702, While noting that the trend has been to Club. As such, the Act works an unnecessary, unwarranted and decision,
"pacifically roject the 1das that an appeal can be maintained ©expand the concept of what sort of Injuries will survive a unjustified deprivation of Due Process of law, and is uncon- VHEEFORE, as a rosult of the aforegoing reasons, and
BY any"person” not “interested” or agarieved®. This rule challenge to one's standing, the Supreme Court alsc nored: stitutional not only in its present and prospectiva application for sich athor reasons as may appear at the hearing on the
in its literal and ordinary sense supersedos Rule 500.10 "But broadening the categories of but also on its face. Rerits, Potitioners pray that this Honorable Board pass an
injury that may be alleged in suppor t AW osricr
of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations, which allow of standing is a difforent matter from . ABKEW, WiLsoN -5~
abandoning the requirement that the <TW, WiLs it
Je an appeal from and order of the Zoning Commi ssioner by any party seeking review must himself have ™
T WitsoN . suffered injury.*
a picicco. =2=

omnon. wa mraee

10:00 AN s’-‘thv:)\ for Reclassification from D.R. 5.5 to B. Bupport of their Motion to Dismiss the Appeal in the abovo-
Petitl
MARCT. h, 1975-ZONING GO MISSTONR #75-201-R Thomas ¥, Hocney - Patitioner captioned matter that
FOUDAY, MARSE 2, 197S-70WI1 CO2MISETON = oned matter that:
S t Ttea #30
ind ind Vest Avenuin - 12th Distric 154 Biatelot 7
. Southwest cormer of Holab:  to Bl . 'asex and Franklin Avenves - A.  The People's Counsel is not permitted to
1000 £ Potition for Reclassitication froa D.R. 5:5 11:00 AN, ""ﬂt‘;‘“r:"?'na::.?r?unm froa D.R. 5.5 to Bl. maintain an appeal in the instant case
oo oz s lguen - etiviomes | CIShiRt g e 2k s Cinterantad paracus
E Iten 30 % S
1 ted C M 1 .
! Hoxthiwi Gomat UL Riex ad i 15t patsiet e £ Stemmora fun Road and Margaret Averue - 15th Diatrict Annotate e of Maryland
11:00 AM. Petition for Reclassification from D.R. 5. . L. 1100 P Bqu'-ll-lltt::E;:: o Trication fron DM 5.5 to D.E. 16 Zone. Article 254,55(U), authorizes a county to create
#15-222-R Kevin Iynch - Petitioner . Mﬂﬁ“ P mmxu Exception for Officca. ) )
foim 1;3“‘ on 'ty, Inc. - Petitioners by proper legislation a County Board of Appeals which shall
= Distelc 52235 wd Real v
1:00 P, Southeast corner of Stesmera Run m;dnm; ’s'ﬂ::';‘; ‘:E";:“_“u‘ k| ﬂn ,;2 have both original and appellate jurisdiction in zoning ana
- lassification froa D.R, 5. s
Feblcion for e tion for Offices. 26, 1975 = CROESTONER other administrative matters. Under Secrion 5(U), a decision
Petition for Special Excep | VEDIESDAY, WARCE 26, 1975 - JONIIG COMUSSIONES .
#75-223-1% e A L : 00 AN South side of Stessers Run Road 7h fect East of Colden Ring | by the Board may be rendored “on petition by interested
| 10100 AM. 5 | . . ¥ any intorested
Ttea 32 [ B o for ocisgsification froa ILL.R. wnd B.5. to .5 Zona. | iby gur 3
ol CommsSTONER St 11 Potition for b F=2d porson and after notice and opportunity for hearing and on
EDIESDAY, MARC ZOKIIG 1 220-R Howard Williams - 5 | | "
“To South slde of Stesmers Run Road 7k feot East of Golden Ring \ f“ﬁ-ﬂ = i the basis of the rocord before the board, Thus, Section 5 (u)
/ 10300 AM. \ Aocated 180 fes
. o e irioatisn foa IR, Gl BT 0 L Bofe? e Hoxth nide of Orenn Hoad nnd Oreza Hosd Re: Thas is in the nature of enabling logkslation which, while giving
N Sred »f Sunnyside lane. T.M. -I.H. and
#75-22L-R Eoward Williaza - Petitionez S muz-;::““ from KoL R-T.Hy, L a county certain discretion over the jurisdiction, rules and
. 6.5 to D.R. 1 .
i Jorth aide of Ozess Road asd Orems Road Relocated 180 feet East i D i : regu.ations of said Board, nevertheless ssts the 1imitation
R Eunstyaids lane. ‘[};"f{:ﬂmmhr M.LR-T.M., M.L-L.X. and Ttea #3 Y’“‘W‘W | that no appeal from a decision of the Zoning Commissioner
§4fon for Reclassifical 2 : / szt
;f:u 5.5 to D.R. 1‘1,”““‘1':; e L £ | may be maintained by anyone other than an *interested person®.
Inc. = o g
#75-225-R BIR Realty, 5, BAIC DINZMA
Itea #34

NOTE: QUESTIONS CONCERKING THE ABOVE SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO 49:;!::;---
parties interested in Board of Appeals hearings -- not lis

ASKEW, WILBON

a Dicicco

should cantact the Board of Appeals Office, 494-3180.

e

S5I0ba
co: E. Jay Miller
Valter Ri:

ZONING COMMISSIONER

In Hyson ''. Montgomery County Council, 242 ¥d.55,

217 A2d 578 (1966), che Maryland Court of Appeals defined

"interested persons” as used in the Montgomery County Code, as




oOrder striking the appeal of the People's Counsel and

declaring Section 524.1 of the Baltimore County Charter

unconstitutional on its face.

E o
AdkeW, Wilson & DiCicco
208 W. Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
823-5400

Attorneys for Petitioners

THIS 1S 70 CERTTFY that on this 7  day of
June, 1975, a copy ofthe aforegoing Memorandum of Law

In Support of Motion to Dismiss Appeal was sent to John W.

sian,IT1, Esquire, and Charles E. Kountz, Jr., Esquire,

Peopla's Counsel.

/A /// r,-"L

RAfeTt A, DICT

L

ASKEW, WILSON
a picicco

[

Author!

ned in Sectlon 524.1 of the

7 Sharter, I hereby e

ST My appearance in this

ro ot f
equestad to not " 0f any hearing date

b8 now or hereafter 4
NOR or hereaftar designatoed therafors, ang

"AF preliminury or final op

dor In onnestlon

Faoplais Ceunge:
Sounty Office Autlding
Towson, Mary: g z

Lgly=3aty o0 e EL20,

b8 copy of the faregotng order was

roh, 1978
'+ 1975, to Robert a, piog ¢

F « DiCloco, &

Askow, Wils €0, Zsquire,

)

= DiClcso, 208

Pennaylvania Avenue, Towson,

Hirylahg, Attordey for

T WILL Nop ATYEND,

Baltinars County Cffice of Planning & Zoning
County Gffice Butlding
Towson, Maryland 21204

appreciate the result of the

decision when 1t becomes available ko br, Clyde L. Lew, Field Engineer, 305 W.
Chesapeake Avenue, Towson, Faryland, 21204. 2 X

. Williams, el ux

Case No. 75-224-R (Item No. 33) - Ho

of Stemmers tun Roa
of Golden Ring -1
tion District

mom o

g Commissioner,

Petition for Roclassification with the Order of the Za
dated March 27, 1975 - GRAN

Memorandum in Support of Petition for Reclassification from Rebert A,
DiCicco, Esquire

Description of Property
Plat of Subject Property, dated September 25, 1974

Zaoning Pluns Advisory Committes Comments, dated October 25, 1974

Baltimoro County Planning Board R and panying

ap
200" Scale Location Flan

1000' Scale Location Plan

Certificates of Publication

Cortificate of Posting (One (1) Sign)

Petitioners' Exhibit 1 - Plat of Subject Property, dated September 25, 1974
Petitioners' Exhibit 2 - Aerial Photograph

Petitioners' Exhibit 3 - Aerial Paotograph

Order for Appeal from John W. Hessian, II, Esquire, People's Counsel,
received April 8, 1975

Robert A. DiCicco, Esquire Counsel for Petitioners
208 West Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
John W. Hessian, III, Esquire People's Counsel
Peopla's Counsel

Jefferson Building

Towson, Maryland 21204

Mr, Clyde L. Lew, Ficld Eng

The C & P Telephone Company
of Maryland

305 West Ch. sapeake Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

@

C&P Telephone

Pebruary 21, 1975

sl

Re: Item 33 - 75-22

In order to anticipate future changes in service requirenents, I would
scheduled zoning Reclassification Hearing for the
s 1974 - April, 1375 zoning Reclassification Cycle. Please farward the

Very truly yours,

RE:

Mr.

PETITION FOR BEFORE THE
RECLASSIFICATION
S/S of Stemmers Run ¥ ZONING COMMISSIONER
Road, 74! £. of Golden
Ring Road - I5h Disirict *  FOR
Howard g. Williams, el ux
Petitioners ¥  BALTIMORE COUNTY
No. 75-224-R (ltem No. 33)/

N

.

ORDER FOR APPEAL
Commissioner:

Please nole an appeal from your decision in the case o

Howard G. Williams, el ux 10 the County Board of Appeals

and larward all papers in connection therewith lo said Board for

hearing,

I d “ )
JOHN W. HESSIAN, il
People's Counsel

o o v 4. 1 U
CHARLES E. KOUNTZ, JR.
Deputy Peeplels Counsel
County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204
454-3212

I HEREBY CERTIFY That a copy of the foregoing Order
o

lor Appeal was mailed this, day of April, 1975 to Robert A,

DiCiceo, Esquire, Askew, Wilson & DiCicca, 208 W. Pannsylvania

Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204, Attorney lor Petitioners .,

/

John W. Hessian, 1T

March 27, 1975

Robert A. DiCicco,
208 Vest Penzoylvanis Avenus
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: Patitlon for Heclasslfication
8/3 of Stemmers Run Road, 74'
E of Golden Ring Road - |5t
Flaction District
Howsrd O. Williams, ot -
Petitioners
NO. 75-224-R (ltam Mo, 13)

Dear Iir. DiCleco:

1 have this dats
Capy of sald Order in -;:u.“.m' Ordar in the above refarenced mattar

Very truly yours,

o
s. nxc/érmm
Zoning Commissioner
SED/gew
Attachments
ee: Mr. Clyde L. Low John W. Hessian, I, Faqui
CLP Telephone Company Jeffar S i
305 Weat Chesapeake Averug ek
Towsen, Maryland 21204
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PA
RTMENT OF BALTIMORE CounTy 7/~ 774 47

Towson, Maryland ‘ o
N A5 % Dt 265
ONING DEPAKTM B
’ \‘ e ENT Il Posted for: A
S Petitioner: /'}z‘/.h (454 .( (} --------
Location of properts: 15,/5 ¢ .
e LA ' /,,,./..,../.-:./A.:.AG .
S ey £
| Locati f /{Z "M/ -------------
| r fon of Signs:  __/ L= <
V‘ “ / ‘{ - - -)PAL".,..., -
& Qe ,,]1[ V:C»r.c.{:..—,_.,r{-l'"
R S5
emarks:

lify ei AEsde TemeTa LTIMORF "OUNTY, MARYLAND No.
fICE OF FIN..«CE - REVENUE DIVISION
SCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT

/
/ i
: te_April 17, 1975  account___ 01-662  ~
W fary amount_____ $75,00 ik

lanning Board
SIS R IR U0 N
HITE - CASHIER Ll AGENCY
an W. Hessian, III, Esquire
i ot of Filing of an Appeal and Posting of Property on
¥ iase No., 75-224.R (Item No. 33)
8 of Stemmers Run Road, 74' E of Golden Ring Raad -
5th Election District P
ward G. Williams, et ux - Petitioners

VELLOW - CUSTOMER
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