124 10-4-28 C.P.CO. 20M

A, Yalter Kraus, Esg.,
City Solioiter.

Dear Jir. Krausi~

The following is a list of the cases
in which I participated and in whioh printed brjiefs were
filed, All but ths last of these oases we
Court of Appeals.

1. Dmnosn vs. Graham

rvrolved the
ded the case adverse/t

the Pension lLaw. The ’
Péndion law have been ou by

us, buat the cbjections to
logislation,

2+ Yo vse Appeal Tax Court

this ocase the Court of Appeals
the r City to sssess for purposes of
ian, the intangible property ef & partnership doing
in deltinere City, netwithstanding the fest thet the
lived beyond the City limits,

3. Portemputh Stove Co. ve. Citz___

™ this case the Court of Appeals sustained

the validity of the Gas Applisnce Ordinsnce.

4. | Brnn!_g 8o Bth

The Court of Appesls vacated en order
for injunction issued by the lewer Court restraining the Mayor
and City Coumcil from passing an ordinance amending the soning
law,

Se Aejis Company vs. City

The Court of Appeals, in this ocase, deoided
that taxpayers desiring s reduction in an assesmment earried forward
from the preesding year, must apply for the reduction not later than
S‘P*m 1.?0 L{W; (/(,/.,l(cq/(u,\ [ hla/(( 7?,- %( é/l//'l“/( 7‘7(
e M ffuccl Ly Th Sl Tay Coitees oo ot
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CITY SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

As Tolter KX’&“I. Esqe f24

& International Union we. Cigz‘

This easze ivvolved two importent
questionas ths validity of the hight Hour lLew, and the
Jurisdiotion of the equity eourt to enforoe this lew Ly
injunction egeinst City officials. This oase has been
ergued in the Cowrt of ippeale, but the Court hees ordered o

reargunent.

7e The rate oas ted Reilways
snd Eleotris Compeny before the
of Maryland.

1io Cery: Cormiasion

Lodﬁw Ve C:H;y_

os tex 1isbility of fraternal
fon of tuilding. Also

%« Baltimore & Philedelphie . fe Co. ¥se City

This case decided that the ststubtory
exemption of "Cosstwise” ships extended to ships going to
Philadelphia by way of the Gsamal,

10. Hortgage Construetion Co. vs. City

This Iz perheps the most Important
of nisi priuvs cases. Judge Owens in this oese held that the
Board of ketimmtes, in granting or refusing permits for gesoline
etations, wes entitled to wide latitude snd that thoir discretion
wonld not ordinarily be sentrollad by “hs Courts.

Very truly yours,

CESiDE. Teputy City Solicitore .
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vay 1, 1929,

Lo Yalter Xreaus, Lsgs,
city cfolicitor.

Denr lir. frausie
The following is a lisgt of the casas
in whioh I participated and in which printed briefs were

filed, All but the last of these cases were tried in the
Court of Appesls.

1. Dunoan vse Graham

This esnse involved the validity of
the Pension Lewe The Cmrt decid«l the case advorseizo
- — d by

susteined the right of the City to assess for ;mrpmwa of
taxation, the intangidble properiy of & perinership doing
business in Beltimore City, notwithstending thn fect that the
partners all lived beyond the City limits.

Se Portemouth Ttowe Co, vs. City

In this onse the Court of ippenls sustained
the welidity of the Gas Apnliansce Ordinance,.

4o Broening vs. Haley

The Court of Appesle vecated an order
for injunotion issued by the lower Court restraining the Lkayor
and City Counocil from passging sn ordinance emending the zoning
law,

\ Be Aojis Company va, City

The Cowrt of Appeals, in this case, decided
that taxpayers desiring e reduction in an assessment scerried forward
from the preeceding year, must apply for the reduction not laster then

‘eptember lste Jwli., afitilicadcs L made A Ly lifific at 72,(
Cort B o wy ippeil Bl PTG Ting Eotrmenrme tonr,

4
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A, Falter Kraus, Esq. F#2e

Be nternationel Union wve. Ciy__‘

This case involved iwo important
questiona: the velidity of the bight Hour lew, end the
Jjurisdiotion of the equity court to enforce this law by
injunetion against City officials. This case has been
argued in the Court of Appeals, but the Court has ordered &

reargument,

Te The rate cese of the United Hailways
end Electric Company before the Public Service Commission
of Haryland.

ALy of fraternsl
NAding « Also
Pporate powers of
Argued in

9. _Baltimore & Philadelphie Se S CoOe V8o Ci’cz_

This cese decided thet the statutory
exemption of "Comstwise"” ships extended to ships going to
Philadelphia by way of the Gamal,

10. ﬁortﬁe Construction Co. vs. City

This is perhaps the most important
of nigi prius ocsases. Judge Owems in this ease held that the
Board of Estimmtes, in granting or refusing permits for gasoline
stations, was entitled to wide latitude aend that their disecretion
would not ordinarily be centrolled by ¥he Courtse.

Vory truly yours,

LES3:DS. Deputy City Selicitor. .
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k&y 3, 1929.

A. Vialter Krsus, Esq.,
City Solioitor.

Dear Sir:

I am hereby su
Selisitor for the year 1928;

report as \i3sistant City

(ty 1
¥ayor and City Councll from
colleating a lien of an alley
“ t.l‘....'lt.l.....i'.
?ml..i..iﬂ..i"‘llt.6‘0.00.0.'.‘8

Rumber of casges sdded in the year 19’28..3“...uuu..u..-....uSﬁ

Case involwving & destroyed Will....ceseeeel
Case to set aside tex sale of property....l
Petitione to conderm preperty............IS
Appesls from the Commissioners for Opening
st”eﬁ'.‘.‘.‘".......l‘.‘...‘.“...‘zl
Cross Appilcouoﬂnvc'ucc.t'-oavot-ctccnt' 1
Pay money in Court under Section 827....s 1
Personal injury oese in Baltimore County. 1

roul‘liﬁ'...!‘OO‘DO'O.!....'COgg

Total mumber of cases December 3lst, 1928, cceuvecocceccscenssned8T
The following other cases were tried in the year 1928,

| Hotioe to quit property served on tenant - omed by
the City - for violation of the Volstead iet,
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CITY SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

¥ey 3, 1929.

uzc

Circuit Court for Anne /irundel Cmty
removal of sign-boerd

Ejectment for teamnt on Pler 4 ~ Pratt Street
Agreement drawm - Taterview Avenue

..C'Q‘l‘ts?

'rml musber of enges Demenber 3lst, 1928.cccvasss

n ” sottledicevecvisans PP 1
" " " " shessensen
b " " *  in course of sssseveSD
n " " "

mt are ap follows:

sub ourlacceevess l
Water Company-

gipmers for Opening Streets

< peals rcr tha opens.ng of Glenmore Avemus which
3-settled by the closing of this portion

smpoye fvere which is now pending before

0 lsm for Opening Streets..ccccsveves

Total

The following cases are pending under instruotions:

Petition to condexm property for Herring Run for Publie
Park, waliting upon the Park Boerd before proceeding.

2 cases pending in Baltimore County for the condemnation

for Frelty Doy Reserveir.
-000 -

Runber of reportes in refersmee to the status of streets and

PropertieB.cccecoccorsesvevtrsnsvessssvvcctscessssacsssvcssceel

Status of alleys upon which spesial reports were requested by
the Highways %gimer....,-...un.n"uu..u.u.....u..ulz

Funber of alleys upon which reports were furnished the Highways -

E}!gm«ooo‘so.ionu-o-ccv:.«lqcatqwotoccttuo-tvt\nucnounoc-sol‘z

In re: Extension permit which the City holds on the Tyeth Estate of
the maintenanee of a water main,
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CITY SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

May 3, 1929,

AWK,
- 3 -
In re: Offer of ¥r. & Mrs. "m. H. Buchler t¢o donate to
the Mayer and City Council of Baltimore four (4) acres
of ground for an epen air theatre for use by School Board.
Nusber Gf 1’“”.0'00..‘.0’0lt...'(b.oi.t‘b"‘oofo\tok&\otolo 8
se QOO EDd ‘

Runber of Mcocoooco-ioon-ooo.cc.ooos’{omoao ;
vesreeas 10

fumber of ng.oco-tnoooccocooco---‘in.ua

Yumber of releaseBiccssscecscovassesssss

S edooepvey 1

or ¥iller a declaration egsinst
on Company for sn inerease im the

Very %ruly'yv#rs.

Frank Drisecll, \
Assistant City Soliol‘eor
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June 3rd, 1929

“igs Alice V., Reynolds, Librarian,

Conso 14dated Ges Lklectric Light & Power (o,
Lexington Building,

Baltimore, ¥aryland.

¥y dear KEiss Reynolds:

our note of May 25th, I
beg to advise you that there g<report of this office for the
yoar 1928. There w 3 2oyering the 'actiﬁties of this
office from October\ lst, 1927/ Lo October lst, 1928.

I shall be very gled to let youvhavo

a copy \thereof will also put you on our mailing 1ist for future

reports

Very truly yours,

A K,
Reflela City Solicitor
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T
HERBERT '\ s GNER, PreSIDENT J. E. ALDRED JOHN L. BAILEY, CONTROLLER

CHARLFS M. COHN, Vice PRESIDENT CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD WM, SCHMIDT, JR.,, SECRETARY & TREASURER
CHAR.LES E. F. CLARKE, VICE PRESIDENT

ConNsoLIDATED GAs ELecTtric LicHT AND Power CoMPANY
OF BALTIMORE

BALTIMORE, MD.,,.

ey 9y 199,
City Solicitor of Baliimore,
Zaltimore, Meryvland.
Genllemen:
Please send us & copy of your Annual Peport

K 0 PR + . E R I NP 5 HE
for 1948 and place the name of the Librury on your mailing

SRR librarian.
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September 16%h, 1920.

iTe Ae Walter Kraus,
City Solioitor.

Lear Sirs .

in this office

Among the largsr
st, tie air-

from Ootobexr l1lst, 197 W Juns 0tk
poxrt which required the examinatitn pme twenty | ties, how-
ever, the City only purchased & tzng 130.7 acres, moxe or
less, including riparian rishta bagPige, etces Five of the paid
properties, having 119 pere ¢r less, were pxxrchased 1‘0::' the

al :actiona

Stenger, was acquired

One of

proparty at & e purchase price of #06,035.00.

pleces

the progerties had % be condermed and the jury awarded the owner
75, ner has taken an eppeal to the Cowrt of Appeals,
which 1l pending.

For the liesexrwoir at Pretty Hoy Dum tie City ao~
quired twenty-four addisional trmets of land for the sum of $180,63%.00.

Another larce project was tue site ior the Fast Bal-
timore Colored Junior High Sechool at Jeflerson aund Camline Streets.
Seventy-five separate p.operties already have been acqyuired and condem-
nation proveedings against three are pending, which would oomplete the
purciase of thio slte.

The Hanover Street Viadugt required the purchase of
bloecks of houses which were paid foxr by tue Baltimore and Chio hailrcd
and the Western iMarylend jmilroad. iUnder an agreement RuexCityxixd
with the reilroad companies, the City has ®© acquire all properties
needed in the above improvements, ‘There are still pending somo necp-
tiations for the approaah from Charles Street. Tie City also hed to
inotitute proceedings for the cloasing of streets lying Souty of lComas
Street to the water edgs.



Hre Ae VWalter Kraus, g 9/18/1529,

The location of the western Electric Coupany
plant at Point Breeze or ilverview, required the re~lpocation of
streeto and nepptistions with tie United hallways or its car
tracks, which have been completed.

Very sruly yours,

avifie
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September 13th, 129,

Hre %e We Rhynhart,
Asglstant City Sollieltar,
Cour$ House, City.

Dear Six:

> t0 submit hore=-

y @ & 8 5 e 8 =2 9 m
Ho. 01" street openings ~ same dade ¢« « o o 0

ity Solicitor Settlement
Acgount” ~ Bame dale o o ¢ o . o o @ .,@9&‘.‘739.65

Very truly yows,

AIFOUI0 won WYSZECKI,
Asgistant City Soliddtar,

AVW/E .
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© 1Y SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

September 21st, 1929,

A, Walter Eraus, Esq.,
City Solicitor,

Dear Mr, Kraus:

tives of the Assoo!
of this office h the provisions of the propesed
dotail, the final draft was prepared
Honer, the Mayer, About a year later, this
ntime, been sulmitted to the careful sarutiny
of the Chief Pngineer and the Chiefs of the Bursaus of Water and Sewer-
age, was transmitted by the Mayor to this offiee with ecertain sugrest-
ed ohanges, |

The matter of these changes was taken up with the
Health Department and as a result a new draf$, satisfactory to the
ém&as!mr of Health and to the Committee of the Assosiation of Mase
ter Plumbers, was sent to the Mayor by whom it was, az I wmderstand,

tranemitted to ¥r, Elldson of the City Counoil and by him imtrodused
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CITY SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

Septenber 23rd, 1009,

A, Falter Kraus, Leg.,
City Solieitor,

Doay ¥Yr. Kraues

In the course of the

TN Ye votaved Ooto er lﬂt,
's The decisions of the
pet attacked Ly mandamus proe
by Injunstion proscedings, the
g She\miplers of the bar being that an appes)
popr (M, provisions of Ordinance No. 922,
ndt | applk$ to cases of this charsoter,
Court of Appeals in the oese of Applestein,
Y an opinian holding that an appeal did
e Conft and that mandamus wes not, therefore,
m result Ins boe that simee that c&uhim
sg Board in numerous oases has deen atinoked by
City Court and, as no further appeal is pro=-
igioe Mas&&qwsﬁmhadmmmﬂnd
the law entemimﬂ by the several Judges assigned ¢ that Court. One
of thope Judpes, for instence, huc expressed and-eted upon the view
that beoause of eertain expressioms in the Applestein onee, sbove mene
tiomed, no store could be kept out of a residential neighborhood in the
absenoe of ovidenoe tending to show that that particular store would be
80 oonductad as to cruse s memmse to ths public seourity, health or
morals. The preotiocsl imposaidility of proving this fast before the
oporation of the store lmd begum, is clearly apparent,

The lack of #niformity in decisioms which {a Jmplieit
in the sbhove mentioned conditions has led to tho delief that it would
be well to termimate the right of appeal in these cases and o loawe
any one dissatisfied with a deoision of the Zoning foard to tost such
deoision by way of mandmmus or inhmoetion prooesedings, 80 that the une
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CITY SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

Aa. Taltor Ki‘”ﬂm’ E“}l #3.

suscessful party in those proceedings mey be able to have the points
of law taised therelr dotermined by the Court of Appeals so that
groater uniformity may exlst, An ordimance o swending “rdimance %o,
826 ag to provide that +the ceoislon of the Bourd of Zoming Appeals
shall be fimel, has sooordingly been drafted for presentation to

the City Counsil at the tormimnaticn of its cumer racess.

his Honor, the mm, the meders of the zmiug fogrd
ings Tngincer, should be mede parties to these apppal
having had no opportunit, to pass upon the guostiion
peal is teken, and the other perties ngh g It
sult of the aprearl, and being in no w7 oesnagt
cept as having rassed upom the qupet
spmk;ing the deelisions of the )

e, the .mmnimes t wilah I have adverted may,
3, it being, of course, i-possidle to say how

it necessary o oonsider the propossd ore

onineg Comaission, ae it is also impossidble to proe

t of their deliberations with rogard thoreto,

phes:: the res

Very truly veurs,

108=R Assictewt City Solieitor,
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CITY SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

September 23rd, 1928,

A, Walter Kraus, Esq,,
City Solieitor,

»Dear ¥r, Kraus:

In the course of the last two vears, this office

has beer called upon to defend the action of the Board of Zoning Ap-
peals in a considersble number of oases whieh have been brought inte
court, the greater part of these eases having been deslided by that
Board under the pravilions of Grdinanea Ea. 825, epproved Octoler 1lst,

. . - ng of the
7 PANGARUE Proe
broceedings, the
pbeing that an appeal}
Ordinamwe No, 922,
: - oj 5 character,
The contrar was daeided by the Court of Apnouls in the came of Applestein,
et al,, ve, Hmnmond, et al., in an opinion holding that en appeal did
lke to the Baltimnre ity Court and that mandamus was not, therefore,
an appropriate remedy. The result has been that sinee thet deeision
the action of the Zonimg Board in numerous cases has been attacked by
appeal to the Baltimore City Court and, as mo further appeal is prow
vided, the deeigion of certain guestions has depended upon the view of
the law entertained Ly the several judges sssigned 4o that Court. One
of those Judges, for instance, hes expressed and:oted upon the view
that besauge of eertain expressions in the Applestein case, sbove men
tioned, no store could be kept out of a residential neighborhood in the
asbsence of evidenoe tending to show that that particular store would be
80 conducted as ¢o cause s mensee to the public security, health or
morals. The practiocal impessibility of proving this fact before the
operation of the s tore had begun, is clearly apparent,

The lack of imiformity in declsioms whioh is impiieit
in the ebove mentioned conditionsg has led to the belief that it would
be well to terminate the right of appeal in these cases and to leave
any one dissatisfied with & decision of the Zoning Board to test sueh
decigion by way of mandamus or injumetion proceedings, so that the un=



